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I  ask  you  now  whether  you  will  surely  follow  the 
instructions  of  the  Court,  as  I  have  talked  about 
and  will  you  ask  instructions  from  the  Court  if 
you  are  mystified  or  in  doubt!  A.  I  should  say 
so,  to  make  my  step  surer. 

Q.  You  know,  you  should  not  be  in  doubt  about 
that,  because  you  are  the  sole  judges  of  the  fact. 
Now,  those  facts  in  your  mind  might  lead  you  to 
the  fact  that  she  was  innocent  or  lead  you  to  the 
fact  she  was  guilty,  without  the  law;  whereas, 
with  the  law  you  would  understand  thoroughly  3002 
that  what  appealed  to  you  as  evidence  of  guilt 
when  you  applied  the  law  was  not  evidence  of 
guilt,  and  what  you  might  think  was  evidence 
and  proof  that  she  was  not  guilty  without  the 
law,  might  be  just  the  contrary  if  you  knew  just 
what  rules  of  law  to  apply.  That  is  the  reason  it 
is  divided  into  two  parts,  one  having  nothing  to 
do  with  the  other  except  by  application.  You 
have  no  right  to  quarrel  with  the  law,  and  the 
Court  or  no  one  has  a  ri^lit  to  quarrel  with  the 
fact.  Does  anything  come  into  your  mind  that 
makes  you  feel  as  an  intelligent,  honest  man,  3003 
under  oath  here  to  do  this  great  work,  I  want  to 
ask  you  if  you  know  of  any  reason  why  you  can- 
not render  a  fair  and  impartial  verdict?  A.  Not 
to  my  mind. 

The  Court:    Any  further  questions? 
Mr.  Conroy:     Excused  by  the  People. 
(Talesman  Regal  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows) : 

By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  You  are  a  metal  worker!     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  By  whom  are  you  employed?  A.  Henry 
Waterman. 

Q.  Where  is  your  place  of  business?  A.  East 
9th  Street,  New  York  City. 

Q.  What  kind  of  work  do  you  do  there?  A. 
Gas  ranges. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  with  Mr.  Water- 
man?    A.  Fourteen  years. 

Q.  You  have  been  in  this  business  of  metal 
working  quite  a  long  time?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

3005  Q*  How  long  have  you  lived  at  Bellaire?     A. 
One  year. 

Q.  Before  that  where  did  you  live?  A.  Ridge- 
wood. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Queens  County? 
A.  Twenty  years. 

Q.  Are  you  married?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?    A.  No. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?     A.  Fifty-three. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in  a  crim- 
inal case  as  a  witness  or  otherwise?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  testified  in  a  criminal  case? 

3006  A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  that  one  of  these  defendants  is  a 
woman.  You  believe  that  women  should  be  held 
equally  responsible  for  their  acts  under  our  laws 
as  men?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Would  you  apply  the  law  in  respect  to  mur- 
der any  differently  towards  a  woman  than  you 
would  towards  a  man?     A.  No. 

Q.  And  the  mere  matter  of  sex  then  would  not 
influence  you  at  all?     A.  No. 

Q.  That  would  not  enter  into  your  deliberation 
or  discussion  and  would  not  influence  the  rendi- 
tion of  your  verdict?    A.  No. 
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Q.  You  are  sure  of  that?    A.  Sure  of  that. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  served  on  a  criminal  jury? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  served  on  a  civil  jury?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  understand  then  about  the  charge 
of  law  from  the  Court?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  understand  that  you  are  bound  to 
apply  that  law  strictly  to  the  facts  of  the  case? 
A.  I  do. 

Q.  And  put  out  of  mind  any  idea  of  the  law 
that  you  may  have  if  it  is  contrary  to  his  Honor's     3008 
charge,  and  will  you  do  that?     A.  Yes,  if  they 
convince  me. 

Q.  It  is  not  a  case  of  convince,  because  his 
Honor  is  the  sole  judge  of  the  law  in  the  case, 
and  you  are  bound  to  accept  the  law  from  his 
Honor  without  regard  to  how  you  feel  the  law 
should  be.  It  does  not  make  the  least  bit  of  diff- 
erence. His  Honor  charges  you  on  the  law  and 
even  if  you  feel  the  law  should  be  otherwise,  will 
you  put  your  idea  of  the  law  out  of  your  mind 
and  accept  his  Honor's  charge  and  apply  that 
strictly  to  the  facts  in  the  case?  Will  you  do  3009 
that  sir?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  about  that  now?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  understand  you  are  bound  to  do  that 
under  the  law?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  The  question  of  punishment  is  one  for  the 
Court  also.  That  is  no  part  of  your  duty  as  a 
juryman  to  consider.  Do  you  understand  that? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  understand  you  have  nothing  to  do 
with  what  might  follow  your  verdict.  Would 
you  be  influenced  in  your  deliberations   of  this 
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case  by  any  question  of  punishment?  A.  I  would 
not.  .  . 

Q.  Or  would  you  consider  in  your  deliberation 
what  might  happen  if  you  should  find  a  verdict 
of  guilty?     A.  I  would. 

Q.  You  would  consider  that?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  mean  during  your  deliberation  when 
you  are  determining  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
evidence  in  the  case  you  would  have  in  mind 
all  during  that  time  the  question  of  punishment 

3011  would  you?     A.  I  would  not. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  would 
consider  that  during  your  deliberation?  A.  I 
would  deliberate. 

Q.  On  the  punishment,  or  on  the  facts  that 
you  hear  ?    A.  On  the  facts  that  I  hear. 

Q.  Would  you  put  punishment  out  of  your 
mind  during  such  deliberation?     A.  I  would. 

Q.  And  not  consider  it  at  all?  Would  you  do 
that?     A.  No,  I  would  not. 

Q.  You  would  not?     A.  No. 

Q.  Then  you  would  consider  punishment  dur- 

3012  lug  your  consideration?     A.  Yes,  I  would. 

Q.  If  the  Court  instructed  you  that  you  could 
not  consider  punishment,  and  that  you  were  not 
to  consider  punishment,  do  you  think  that  you 
could  put  it  completely  out  of  mind?  A.  Then  I 
would. 

Q.  Or,  do  you  think  that  during  your  delibera- 
tion you  would  still  have  in  mind  the  question  of 
punishment?  What  do  you  think  on  that?  Do 
you  understand  my  question?    A.  I  know. 

Q.  What  would  you  do?    A.  If  I  was  wrong — 

Q.  Maybe  I  did  not  make  myself  clear.    While 

you  are  considering  the  evidence  and  discussing 
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the  evidence  with  your  fellow  jurors  would  you 
have  in  mind  during  that  time  the  punishment 
that  might  follow  your  verdict  of  guilty?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  would  not?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  would  not  consider  that  at  all?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  would  not  discuss  the  question  of  pun- 
ishment?    A.  No. 

Q.  Would  you  permit  any  of  the  other  jurors 
to  discuss  the  question  of  punishment  with  you? 
A.  I  would,  yes. 

Q.  You  would?     A.  Yes.  3014 

Q.  Even  though  you  would  not  discuss  it 
yourself?    A.  No. 

Q.  Suppose  his  Honor  told  you  you  were  not 
to  consider  it  and  not  to  discuss  it?  A.  Then  I 
would  not  talk  about  it. 

Q.  You  would  not  talk  about  it?     A.  No- 

Q.  Would  you  stop  any  of  the  other  men  talk- 
ing about  it  to  you?     A.  I  would. 

Q.  You  are  sure  of  that?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  clearly  now  that  punish- 
ment is  no  part  of  your  duty,  and  that  you  have  .jmr 
no  concern  with  the  punishment  at  all,  you  do  not 
impose  the  punishment.  All  you  do  is  sit  to 
determine  the  questions  of  fact,  you  hear  all  the 
witnesses,  and  then  you  announce  to  the  Court 
by  your  verdict  what  you  believe  the  truth  is, 
and  that  is  your  sole  duty.  You  are  not  respon- 
sible for  the  punishment  that  might  follow,  and 
you  do  not  determine  that  punishment.  That  is 
no  part  of  your  duty.  Consequently,  in  determ- 
ining the  truth  of  the  facts  will  you  absolutely 
disregard  any  question  of  punishment?  A.  I  will. 

Q.  Not  consider,  not  think  about  it,  and  not 
talk  about  it?     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  Will  you  do  that?    A.  I  will. 

Q.  You  understand  now?     A.  I  understand. 

Mr.  Conroy:  This  talesman  is  excused 
by  consent  of  all  sides. 

(Talesman  Brill  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows) : 

By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  The  question  I  just  asked  of  this  previous 
oniy  gentleman  about  punishment,  do  you  understand 
that  punishment  is  no  part  of  your  duty  as  a 
juror?    A.  I  appreciate  that. 

Q.  You  are  not  responsible  for  the  punishment 
that  might  follow  a  verdict  of  guilty?  A.  I  ap- 
preciate that. 

Q.  And  do  you  feel  that  in  your  deliberation 
of  this  case  that  you  can  put  the  question  of  pun- 
ishment clearly  out  of  your  mind  and  not  think 
about  it,  discuss  it,  or  permit  anyone  to  discuss 
it  with  you,  realizing  that  it  is  no  part  of  your 
duty  as  a  juror  in  this  case  if  you  should  be 
3018  selected?  A.  I  absolutely  know  that,  yes.  I 
mi^ht  add  that  I  have  served  on  juries  before, 
but  not  in  a  criminal  case. 

Q.  And  you  understand?  A.  Probably  fifty  in 
my  time. 

Q.  But  you  never  served  on  a  criminal  case? 
A.  Not  criminal. 

Q.  Then  you  understand  well  about  the  charge 
of  law  from  his  Honor?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  understand  that  you  must  accept 
the  law  that  his  Honor  charges  you  because  that 
is  the  law?    A.  That  I  understand,  yes. 

Q.  It  would  not  make  any  difference  what  your 
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idea  of  the  law  was,  you  would  put  that  out  of 
your  mind?     A.  Absolutely. 

Q.  What  is  your  business?  A.  I  am  employ- 
ed as  an  investigator  by  the  William  Burns 
Detective  Agency. 

Mr.  Conroy:  This  talesman  is  excused 
by  consent  of  all  sides. 

The  Court :    The  Clerk  will  fill  the  box. 

(Twelve  talesmen  were  called  to  the  jury 
box  and  sworn.)  3Q20 

The  Court :  You  may  examine,  Mr.  Dis- 
trict Attorney. 

Mr.  Froessel:  Gentlemen,  may  I  repeat 
that  the  two  defendants  on  trial  in  this 
action  are  charged  by  the  Grand  Jury  of 
this  County  with  meditatingly  and  de- 
liberately committing  the  crime  of  murder 
in  the  first  degree,  the  victim  of  the  mur- 
der being  the  husband  of  one  of  the  defend- 
ants, Ruth  Snyder.  Now,  how  many  of 
you  men  in  the  jury  box,  if  any,  are  op- 
posed to  capital  punishment!  3021 

The  Court:  I  think  I  will  ask  a  few 
questions,  with  your  permission. 

Talesman  No.  5:  I  am  not  in  the  pres- 
ence of  Queens  any  more. 

The  Court :  When  did  you  remove  from 
Queens  County? 

Talesman  No.  5 :    About  five  months  ago. 

The  Court:    Where  do  you  now  reside? 

Talesman  No.  5:     Westchester  County. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 

(To  the  Talesmen) :  Gentlemen,  I  take 
it  that  you  heard  what  I  had  to  say  to  the 
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panels  which  have  preceded  you.  I  am  not 
going  to  confine  myself  just  to  a  single 
question,  on  this  question  of  capital  pun- 
ishment. Are  any  of  you  so  prejudiced  in 
your  conscience  against  the  infliction  of 
the  death  penalty,  by  reason  of  conscien- 
tious scruples  or  opinion,  that  you  could 
not  in  a  proper  case  bring  in  a  verdict  of 
murder  in  the  first  degree.  If  you  are, 
please  hold  up  your  hands. 
3093  (Talesmen  Nos.  1,  4,  6,  8  and  12  raise 

their  hand.) 

The  Court :  Let  me  ask  you  collectively, 
gentlemen,  is  this  a  deep-rooted  conviction 
flowing  from  your  conscience? 

(Talesmen  Nos.  1,  4,  6,  8  and  12  answer 
in  the  affirmative.) 

The  Court:  Is  that  the  case  in  every 
instance?  You  say  so?  No  doubt  about  it, 
I  take  it? 

(Talesmen  Nos.  1,  4,  6,  8  and  12  answer 
in  the  negative.) 
3024  The  Court:    You  are  excused. 

(Talesmen  Nos.  1,  4,  6,  8  and  12  were 
excused.) 

The  Court:  Do  any  of  you  gentlemen 
who  remain  know  any  of  the  lawyers  who 
represent  either  the  People  or  the  defend- 
ants, and  by  know  I  mean  have  you  a 
personal  acquaintance  with  them?  If  so, 
please  hold  up  your  right  hand  or  speak. 

(Talesman  No.  7  raised  his  hand.) 

The  Court:  With  whom  are  you  ac- 
quainted ? 

Talesman  No.  7:  Mr.  Wallace. 
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The  Court:  Is  that  acquaintance  of 
some  standing? 

Talesman  No.  7:    Yes. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 

(To  the  remaining  talesmen) :  Let  me 
ask  this  of  you  who  remain,  and  any  of 
you  who  answer  my  question  in  the  affirm- 
ative will  likewise  raise  your  right  hands, 
are  any  of  you  so  constituted  in  your 
family  relationship  or  your  business  rela- 
tionship or  by  reason  of  any  personal  phy-  3026 
sical  condition  that  your  mind  would  be  so 
occupied  thereby  or  distracted  that  you 
could  not  give  your  proper  attention  to 
the  evidence  in  this  case,  and  render  a  true 
verdict,  impartial  and  fair  both  to  the 
People  and  to  the  State?  Are  any  of  you 
in  that  situation?  If  so,  please  hold  up 
your  hands. 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  I  take  it  that  none  of  you 
are.  Now,  the  last  question  which  I  will 
ask  you  is,  whether  any  of  you  have  form-  ^-' 
ed  and  now  hold  an  opinion  or  impression 
concerning  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  these 
defendants  or  either  of  them  which  you 
believe  will  prevent  you  from  bringing  in 
an  impartial  verdict  on  the  evidence  alone. 
Are  any  of  you  in  that  situation? 

(Talesmen  Nos.  3,  10  and  11  raise  their 
hands.) 

The  Court:  You  mean  by  that  you  are 
in  a  situation  where  you  feel  you  cannot 
bring  in  an  impartial  verdict? 


1010 

Selection  of  Jury 


3028 


(The  Talesmen  answered  in  the  affirma- 
tive. ) 

The  Court:  You  three  talesmen  are 
excused.  Mr.  District  Attorney,  you  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  Froessel:  (To  the  remaining  tales- 
men) Do  any  of  you  know,  I  would  like  to 
ask  specificially,  either  of  the  defendants, 
Henry  Judd  Gray  or  Euth  Snyder  or  any 
of  their  relatives  or  friends,  Mrs.  Jose- 
oq9q  phine  Brown,  the  mother  of  Euth  Snyder, 

Mr.  Wallace,  or  Judge  Hazleton,  repre- 
senting the  defendant  Snyder,  or  Mr.  Bam- 
bara  of  their  office?  Do  you  any  of  you 
know  Mr.  Millard  or  Mr.  Miller,  coun- 
sel for  the  defendant  Gray?  Do  any  of  you 
know  the  District  Attorney  or  any  of  us 
sitting  at  this  counsel  table? 

A  Talesman:  Any  more  than  I  know 
him  by  sight. 

Mr.  Froessel :  Merely  as  a  public  official  ? 

A  Taleman:    That  is  all. 
30.50  Mr.    Froessel :      Do    you   know    anyone 

connected  with  this  case,  or  with  the  at- 
torneys on  either  side,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly? 

(No  response.) 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  assume  that  you  do 
not.  Do  any  of  you  know  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Henry  Mertens? 

(No  response.) 

Mr.  Froessel:  Were  any  of  you  per- 
sonally interested  in  the  outcome  of  a 
criminal  case,  either  as  a  witness  or  in 
any  other  way? 
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(No  response.) 

(Talesman  Ziegler  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows) : 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  You  are  a  printer  by  occupation?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  reside  at  4331  171st  Street,  Flush- 
ing?   A.  Yes. 

Q.  With  whom  are  you  employed?     A.  Cuneo 
Eastern  Press,  formerly  the  Butterick  Publish- 
ing  Company.     They   turned   the   concern   over     3032 
about  six  months  ago. 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  been  connected 
with  either  of  these  organizations?  A.  Eighteen 
years. 

Q.  Your  business  of  printing  has  been  your 
primary  occupation  in  life?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  a  married  man?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many?     A.  One. 

Q.  What  is  the  age  of  that  child?  A.  Twenty- 
four  years  old. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?    A.  Forty-seven.  3033 

Q.  Have  you  ever  served  as  a  juror  before? 
A.  No. 

Q.  This  is  the  first  time  that  you  have  been  in 
court  here,  this  week?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  in  a  general  way  from  general 
experience  and  from  the  questions  you  heard  to- 
day the  duties  of  a  juror,  do  you  not?  A.  I 
imagine  I  do. 

Q.  You  recognize  that  the  duty  of  a  juror  is 
to  seek  after  the  truth  in  the  case?  You  have 
nothing   to    do   with   the    responsibility   for    the 
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defendant  being  here.  You  understand  that?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  You  understand  likewise  that  in  case  you 
are  selected  and  should  bring  in  a  verdict  of 
guilty  that  you  are  not  responsible  for  what  pun- 
ishment may  be  meted  out!  And  you  are  not 
going  to  assume  a  responsibility  for  something 
that  the  law  relieves  you  of,  are  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  Then,  in  your  consideration  of  this  case  will 
you  leave  out  of  it,  out  of  your  mind,  any  ques- 
3035     tion  of  punishment  whatsoever?    A.  I  will. 

Q.  You  have  read  something,  I  assume,  with 
reference  to  this  case,  and  you  have  probably 
talked  about  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  as  a  result  of  any  information  that 
has  come  to  you,  has  there  been  created  in  your 
mind  any  feeling  of  sympathy  on  behalf  of 
either  of  the  defendants  or  of  their  relatives? 
A.  Well,  nothing  more  than  a  human  sympathy. 

Q.  Well,  is  it  of  such  a  character  that  it  would 
influence  your  verdict?    A.  No. 

Q.  Is  there  any  doubt  about  it  at  all?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  There  isn't  anything  personal  in  your  feel- 
ing that  might  affect  your  consideration  of  this 
case  and  the  verdict  that  you  might  arrive  at  in 
the  way  of  sympathy,  is  there?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  recognize,  do  you  not,  that  if  you  are 
selected  as  a  juror  in  this  case,  if  you  are  going 
to  decide  it  upon  the  evidence  only  you  must  keep 
out  of  the  case  all  question  of  sympathy  or  len- 
iency or  pity,  and  the  like?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  do  that  ?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  know  that  those  things  are  not  facts 
and  are  not  evidence,  and  in  your  search  for  the 
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truth  from  the  evidence  you  are  not  to  let  sym- 
pathy swerve  you  in  any  way  whatsoever?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  assure  me  that  you  will  do  that?  A. 
I  will. 

Q.  You  probably  also  are  familiar  by  this  time 
with  the  rule  of  law  that  we  are  all  bound  to 
take  the  law  of  this  case  from  his  Honor  presid- 
ing at  the  trial.  You  have  heard  us  discuss  that. 
If  and  when  the  Court  charges  you  as  to  the  law 
that  applies  to  this  case  you  should  have  a  diff-  3038 
erent  opinion  as  to  what  the  law  is  or  ought  to 
be,  will  you  follow  the  Court's  opinion  of  the 
law?  A.  I  will  follow  the  Court's  opinion  of  the 
law. 

Q.  And  if  your  opinion  differs  you  will  give  up 
your  opinion,  will  you  not.  recognizing  that  that 
is  your  duty  as  a  juror,  to  take  the  law  of  the 
case  from  the  Court?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  also  understand  by  this  time  that  one 
of  the  defendants  here  is  a  woman.  Will  that  in 
any  degree  whatsoever  influence  your  verdict? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  recognize  that  under  the  laws  of  this 
State  women  have  equal  rights  and  equal  respon- 
sibility, and  if  you  are  selected  as  a  juror  here 
you  are  going  to  enforce  the  laws  of  murder  alike 
regardless  of  sex,  are  you  not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  danger  in  your  own  mind  that 
after  you  have  listened  to  the  evidence  in  this 
case  and  to  the  Court's  instruction  that  merely 
because  one  of  the  defendants  is  a  woman  you 
might  show  her  some  favoritism  or  partiality  by 
virtue  of  that  fact  alone?    A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  You  are  sure  that  that  danger  is  not  pres- 
ent in  your  mind!    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  the  Court  when  it  instructs  you  as  to 
the  law  will  probably  charge  as  to  the  various 
degrees  of  homicide,  that  is,  murder  in  the  first 
degree  and  the  lesser  degrees.  You  are  familiar 
with  what  I  mean  in  that  regard,  are  you  not? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Merely  because  the  Court  charges  you  the 
various  degrees  in  accordance  with  the  law,  you 

3041  are  not  going  to  bring  in  a  lesser  verdict  because 
one  of  the  defendants  is  a  woman?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  are  satisfied  beyond  a  reasonable 
doubt  from  the  evidence  in  the  case,  keeping  sym- 
pathy out  of  it  entirely,  that  both  of  the  defend- 
ants are  guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  degree  you 
are  not  going  to  bring  in  a  lesser  verdict  merely 
out  of  convenience?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  to  speed  things  up  in  the  jury  room? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Nor  because  it  is  a  pleasanter  duty  than  to 

3042  bring  in  a  first  degree  conviction?     You  are  not 
going  to  do  that,  are  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  In  other  words,  if  you  are  satisfied,  as  the 
law  requires  it,  that  these  defendants  are  guilty 
of  first  degree  murder  you  are  going  to  have  the 
courage  to  say  so  by  your  verdict?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  there  any  reason  that  you  know  of,  to 
which  I  have  not  referred,  why  you  cannot  sit  on 
this  case  and  be  as  fair  to  the  People  of  the 
State  of  New  York  as  well  as  to  the  defendants 
as  it  is  humanly  possible  for  a  man  to  be?  A. 
None  that  I  know  of. 
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By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Mr.  George  Ziegler,  and  you  reside  at  171st 
Street,  Flushing,  is  that  right!     A.  Eight. 

Q.  You  are  forty-seven  years  of  age?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Married?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many  children?    A.  One. 

Q.  One   child.     How  old?     A..  Twenty-four. 

Q.  Do  you  think,  Mr.  Ziegler,  are  you  honestly 
of  the  opinion  that  if  you  are  chosen  as  a  juror 
in  this  case  you  could  enter  upon  the  discharge 
of  your  duties  as  though  you  had  never  heard  of  3044 
Ruth  Snyder,  Henry  Judd  Gray,  or  of  this  al- 
leged crime?    A.    I  think  I  could. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  of  it?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Absolutely?    A.  Positive. 

Q.  That  is,  you  could  discard  from  your  mind 
any  impression  or  opinion  or  any  influence  that 
may  have  been  created  by  virtue  of  your  having 
talked  with  others  or  having  read  newspapers 
or  other  publications?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  could  enter  upon  the  discharge,  as 
you  say,  of  your  duties  with  an  absolutely  honest 
and  open  mind?     A.  Yes.  3045 

Q.  And  render  an  honest  verdict?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  are  going  to  have  the  courage  and 
the  manhood  and  the  conscience  and  the  sense 
of  moral  responsibility  to  render  your  conscien- 
tious individual  opinion  and  judgment?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Whether  it  amounts  to  acquittal  or  whether 
it  amounts  to  manslaughter  or  whatever  it 
amounts  to?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  your  attitude,  isn't  it?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Courage  to  render  your  individual  judg- 
ment, not  courage  to  represent  to  the  great  State 
of  New  York  that  you  have  a  particular  opinion, 
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but  that  you  have  a  conscientious  judgment  to 
register  and  render  and  hearing  and  determining 
the  evidence,  is  that  right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  you  regard  it  as  just  as  courage- 
ous to  render  your  individual  judgment,  whether 
it  means  acquittal  or  whether  it  means  man- 
slaughter, or  whether  it  means  murder  in  the 
second  degree!     A.  Positively; 

Q.  Or  whether  it  means  murder  in  the  first 
degree?    A.  Yes. 

3047  Q*  ^n(^  ^  k*s  Honor  the  Judge  shall  have  in- 
structed you  as  to  what  constitutes  a  reasonable 
doubt,  and  instructs  you  as  well  that  if  after 
considering  the  evidence  conscientiously  you  pos- 
sess that  reasonable  doubt  as  to  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  either  of  these  defendants,  and  after 
such  instruction  you  feel  that  you  have  that  rea- 
sonable doubt,  will  your  verdict  be  acquittal  ?  A. 
It  will. 

Q.  And  after  such  instruction  you  have  any 
doubt  as  to  the  degree  of  culpability,  blame,  or 
gnilt  of  either  or  both  of  these  defendants,  and 

3048  y0n  come  to  the  determination  honestly  and  con- 
scientiously that  perhaps  one  or  both  of  these 
defendants  are  guilty  of  manslaughter,  would  you 
conscientiously  in  spite  of  all  obstacles,  in  spite 
of  entreaties  on  the  part  of  your  fellow  jurymen, 
any  attempt  or  threat  to  coerce  or  cause  you  to 
surrender  your  conscientious  judgment,  cling  ten- 
aciously and  steadfastly  to  the  bitter  end  to  that 
judgment  that  you  had  formed  conscientiously, 
so  long-  as  you  did  conscientiously  hold  it?  A. 
I  would. 

Q.  In  spite  of  everything?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  nobody  could  change  that  conscientious 
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judgment    and    conscientious    determination    on 
your  part,  is  that  right?    A.  Right. 

Q.  And  if  after  his  Honor  had  instructed  you 
as  to  a  reasonable  doubt  you  felt  a  conscientious 
reasonable  doubt  as  to  whether  either  or  both  of 
these  defendants  were  guilty  of  manslaughter  or 
guilty  of  murder  in  the  second  degree,  would 
you  resolve,  if  so  instructed  by  the  Court,  that 
doubt  to  the  benefit  of  either  or  both  of  the 
defendants  and  bring  your  verdict  in  for  man- 
slaughter instead  of  murder  in  the  second  de-  3050 
gree?     A.  I  would. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  anyone  who  is  in 
anyway  connected  or  related  with  this  case?  A. 
No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  in  your  mind, 
rather  vaguely  or  definitely  defined,  which  would 
in  any  way  disturb  your  conscientious  judgment 
in  this  case  or  cause  you  to  render  a  verdict  not 
based  entirely  and  solely  upon  the  evidence? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Can  you  think  of  any  consideration  or  any 
contingency  or  any  factor  which  might  in  anv 
way  affect  your  conscientious  judgment?    A.  No. 

Q.  If  so,  let  us  have  it  now?  A.  I  do  not  know 
of  any. 

Mr.  Millard:     No  challenge. 

By  Mr.  Hazelton: 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  member  of 
the  Police  Department?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Fallon  over  in  Flushing? 
A.  I  heard  of  a  Fallon,  a  counsellor  over  there. 
I  do  not  know  him  personally. 
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Q.  The  lawyer,  you  mean.  No,  I  mean  a  man 
by  the  name  Fallon  connected  with  the  District 
Attorney's  office!    A.  No,  I  do  not  know  him. 

Q.  You  are  acquainted  with  no  member  of  the 
District  Attorney's  office,  are  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  me  interrogate  relative  to 
the  rule  of  law  which  provides  that  a  defendant 
does  not  have  to  take  the  stand  in  his  own  behalf? 
A.  I  have,  yes. 

Q.  You  believe  you  understand  that  now?    You 

3053  nave  listened  to  it  of  course  this  morning.  Have 
you  any  quarrel  or  dispute  with  that  rule  of  law? 
A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  You  also  understand  the  rule  to  be  that  the 
fact  that  a  defendant  does  not  take  the  stand 
cannot  be  in  any  way  used  against  that  defend- 
ant? You  understand  that  to  be  the  rule  of  law? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  quarrel  or  dispute  with  that? 
A.  No. 

Q.  Not  at  all?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  understand  the  rule  of  law  relative  to 

3054  statements  made  by  the  defendant  to  be  that 
unless  the  statement  at  the  time  it  was  made  was 
the  free  and  voluntary  act  of  the  defendant  that 
it  cannot  be  used  as  evidence  against  the  defend- 
ant? Do  you  understand  that  or  don't  you?  A. 
Unless  the  statement  is  made  voluntarily. 

Q.  That  is  right.  A.  It  cannot  be  used  against 
her?     That  is,  in  other  words,  hearsay. 

Q.  No.  It  means  this.  The  law  is,  and  with 
the  Court's  permission  I  will  quote  it,  that  a 
statement  made  by  a  defendant  cannot  be  used 
against  the  defendant,  or  an  alleged  confession 
made  by  a  defendant,  cannot  be  used  against  the 
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defendant  unless  it  was  the  free  and  voluntary 
act  of  the  defendant  at  the  time  it  was  made. 
You  understand  that?    A.  I  understand  that. 

Q.  And  if  you  have  any  doubt  about  anything 
at  any  time,  it  is  your  duty  to  interrogate,  just  as 
you  interrogated  me.  Please  do  that.  Now,  if 
you  have  a  reasonable  doubt  as  to  whether  or 
not  any  statement  that  may  be  offered  in  evidence 
here  was  the  free  and  voluntary  act  of  the  de- 
fendant at  the  time  it  was  made,  will  you  follow 
the  instruction  of  the  Court  and  resolve  that  305G 
doubt  in  favor  of  the  defendant  and  dismiss  that 
matter  from  your  consideration?     A.  I  would. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  formed  an  opinion  in  this 
matter  one  way  or  the  other?  A.  Well,  casual, 
on  reading  the  newspapers.  The  admissions  on 
both  sides,  a  man  cannot  possibly  do  anything 
else  but  form  an  opinion. 

Q.  What  firm  are  you  associated  with?  A. 
'Cuneo  Eastern  Press,  formerly  the  Butterick 
Publishing  Company.  They  sold  out  their  print- 
ing plant  to  the  Cuneo  Eastern  Press. 

Q.  It  is  not  a  newspaper  publication?  A.  It 
is  a.  publication  of  magazines,  the  Delineator, 
Womens  Fashion  Magazine. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  anybody  connected 
with  the  magazine  known  as  Motor  Boat?  A. 
No.  We  are  just  printers.  We  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  publishers  or  anything  else. 

Q.  You  said  you  had  some  sort  of  an  impres- 
sion that  the  newspapers  gave  you.  Maybe  I 
had  it  myself  even.  I  am  no  different  than  you 
are,  but  is  that  going  to  affect  your  verdict  in 
any  way?  A.  Not  at  all.  The  evidence  alone. 
I  will  be  taken  up  by  the  evidence. 
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Q.  By  the  evidence  alone  and  the  instructions 
of  the  Court,  and  if  you  have  a  reasonable  doubt 
as  a  result  of  your  honest  reason  and  conviction, 
would  you  change  it  because  a  majority  of  the 
jury  might  differ  from  you!     A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Challenge  for  cause  with- 
drawn. 

The  Court:    Any  further  questions? 
Mr.  Froessel :  Satisfactory  to  the  People. 

3059  Mr.  Miller:     Satisfactory  to  the  defend- 
ant Gray. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Satisfactory  to  the  de- 
fendant Snyder. 

(George  Ziegler  was  duly  sworn  as 
Juror  No.  10.) 

(Talesman  McCall  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows) : 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Do  you  know  anybody  connected  with  this 
case,  so  far  as  you  are  presently  aware?    A.  No. 

3060  Q.  You  are  an  electrician?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  By  whom  are  you  employed?  A.  E.  R. 
Squibb  &  Sons,  Brooklyn. 

Q.  You  have  been  employed  with  them  how 
long?    A.  Three  years. 

Q.  They  are  not  electrical  contractors?  A. 
No.    Drug  concern. 

Q.  Then  your  work  is  that  not  with  an  elec- 
trical contractor?    A.  No. 

Q.  With  whom  were  you  employed  before  you 
were  with  Squibbs?  A.  Nelson  Pano  Company, 
51st  Street  and  Twelfth  Avenue. 
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Q.  What  were  you  doing  with  them?  A. 
Electrical  work. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  employed  by  them?  A. 
About  a  year  over  there. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  before  that?  A. 
Worked  for  the  American  Druggist  Syndicate. 

Q.  As  an  electrician  too?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Here  in  Long  Island  City?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  connected  with  them? 
A.  About  three  years. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  done  any  other  work  than     3062 
that  of  electrician?    A.  I  did  work  as  a  shipping 
clerk  in  the  Imperial  Paint  Company. 

Q.  That  was  before  you  studied  the  electrical 
trade?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  As  a  young  man,  I  assume?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?    A.  Thirty. 

Q.  Are  you  married?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Queens  County? 
A.  Thirty  years. 

Q.  All  your  life?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Here  in  Long  Island  City?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  served  as  a  juror  before?     3003 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  a  general  notion  of  the  duties  of 
a  juror,  have  you  not?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  have  heard  the  questions  we  have  asked 
here?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  know  that  your  job  as  a  juror  is  simply 
to  decide  the  truth  of  the  evidence  presented 
here?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  To  keep  sympathy  outside  of  your  mind? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  feel  that  you  could  do  that?  A.  Yes. 


3064 
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Q.  You  recognize  that  sympathy  is  no  part  of 
the  evidence?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  read  something,  I  assume  about 
this  case!    A.  Very  little. 

Q.  Have  you  talked  with  anybody  about  it? 
A.  No. 

Q.  With  whom  are  you  living?    A.  My  mother. 

Q.  Then  you  have  no  opinion  whatsoever  with 
regard  to  this  case?    A.  No. 

Q.  After  you  have  listened  to  the  evidence  in 

3065  this  or  any  other  case,  the  Court  instructs  the 
jury  as  to  the  law  that  applies  to  the  case.  Will 
you  follow  his  Honorrs  instructions  as  to  the 
law?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  even  if  they  differ  with  your  own 
notions  of  what  the  law  ought  to  be?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  will  take  the  law  from 
the  Court?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  I  am  talking  about  the  law  now,  not  the 
fact?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  your  answer?  A.  I  will  take  the 
law  from  the  Court. 

3066  Q.  You  will?     A.  By  the  evidence. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  evidence  now. 
The  Court  will  instruct  you  that  you  are  bound 
to  take  the  law  of  the  case  from  the  Court. 
A.  Oh,  yes. 

Q.  That  is  the  law,  and  we  are  all  bound  by  it. 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  follow  that  instruction?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  will  you  follow  every  instruction  of 
the  Court  as  to  the  law?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  far  as  your  determination  and  your  ver- 
dict in  this  case  is  concerned,  you  will  decide 
that  upon  the  facts?    A.  Yes. 
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Q.  That  you  hear  in  Court  here,  not  outside? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  the  mere  fact  that  one  of  the  defend- 
ants in  this  case  is  a  woman  influence  your  ver- 
dict in  any  respect?     A.  No. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  believe  that  women  are  equally  respon- 
sible under  our  laws  as  men?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  are  going  to  enforce  our  laws 
accordingly?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  not  concerned  with  punishment.  Do     3068 
you  realize  that?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  if  your  verdict  should  be  murder  in 
the  first  degree  you  recognize  the  penalty  that 
may  be  imposed  as  a  result  of  your  verdict?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  let  that  fact  influence  your  mind 
or  your  verdict  in  any  respect  whatsoever?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  beg  your  pardon?  A.  What  was  that 
question? 

Q.  Will  you  let  the  question   of  punishment, 
the  fact  that  the  death  penalty  may  be  imposed     3069 
after  your  verdict   comes  in,  will  you  let  that 
influence  your  verdict  in  any  way?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  certain  about  that  now?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  You  realize  that  you  have  absolutely  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  question  of  punishment?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  You  assume  no  responsibility  in  connection 
with  it?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That  is,  the  jury  are  simply  to  investigate 
after  the  truth?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Sworn  under  the  rules  of  law?     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  And  when  you  bring  in  your  verdict, 
whether  it  is  guilty  or  not  guilty,  you  are  simply 
stating  to  the  Court  what  you  believe  is  the 
truth?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  further  than  that  you  assume  no  re- 
sponsibility?   A.  No. 

Q.  Now,  the  Court  will  probably  instruct  you 
under  the  rules  of  law  as  to  the  various  degrees 
of  homicide,  that  is  murder  in  the  first  degree 
and  the  lesser  degrees,  and  merely  because  the 

3071  Court  instructs  you  as  to  these  various  degrees 
you  are  not  going  to  bring  in  a  lesser  degree  if 
you  are  satisfied  that  first  degree  is  warranted, 
are  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  And  if  you  likewise  are  satisfied  that  mur- 
der in  the  first  degree  is  justified  upon  the  evi- 
dence, you  are  not  going  to  reduce  that  just  to 
show  any  favoritism  to  the  woman  defendant, 
are  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  Nor  because  you  want  to  speed  things  up  in 
the  jury  room?    A.  No. 

Q.  Or  because  you  would  rather  do  that  be- 

3072  eause  it  is  pleasanter?    A.  No. 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  are  going  to  be  man 
enough  if  you  are  convinced,  if  you  are  satisfied 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that  the  defendants 
on  trial  here  are  guilty  of  murder  in  the  first 
degree,  to  say  so  by  your  verdict?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  not  submit  to  any  compromise?  A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  reason  that  you  know  of  why 
yon  cannot  serve  in  this  case  and  deal  impartially 
on  the  part  of  the  People  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
defendants  on  the  other?     A.  No. 
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By  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  member  of 
the  Police  Department?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  MeCall,  are  you  a  member  of  any  clubs 
down  here  in  Long  Island  City?  A.  Yes,  on 
Grand  Avenue,  Democratic  Club. 

Q.  That  is  up  in  the  Astoria  section?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  anyone  employed 
in  the  District  Attorney's  office?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  heard  me   question   the   other   jurors 
relative  to  the  rule  of  law  that  provides  that  a     3074 
defendant  does  not  have  to  take  the  stand?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  am  not  going  to  go  all  over  that  again 
with  you.  It  might  tire  the  both  of  us.  Have  you 
any  quarrel  or  dispute  with  that  rule  of  law? 
A.  No.  sir. 

Q.  Not  at  all?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  heard  me  comment  upon  the  law 
relative  to  a  confession  also?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  dispute  with  that?     A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  expressed  an  opinion  in  this 
case?    A.  No,  sir.  3^)75 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  one?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand  what  is  meant  by  the  term, 
the  defendant  is  presumed  to  be  innocent?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  the  Court  instructs  you  that  is  the  law 
would  you  follow  it  and  presume  the  defendant 
to  be  innocent  until  you  decide  it  otherwise  be- 
yond a  reasonable  doubt?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  every  reasonable 
doubt  you  have  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  a  criminal 
case,  must  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the  defendant? 
A.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Hazleton:  Challenge  for  cause  with- 
drawn. 

By  Mr.   Millard: 

Q.  Mr.  MeCall,  you  reside  at  76  Second  Avenue, 
Long  Island  City,  is  that  right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Mr.  MeCall,  do  you  honestly  believe  that  if 
you  were  chosen  as  a  juror  in  this  case  you  could, 
without  any  reservation  of  any  kind  in  your 
mind,  conscientiously  begin  and  complete  the  con- 
qq77  sideration  of  the  evidence  and  the  evidence  alone, 
carefully  attending  to  the  testimony  that  is  pre- 
sented, the  evidenced  disclosed,  and  then  possess 
the  real  intrepid  moral  responsibility  to  enter 
upon  the  consideration  of  that  evidence  in  the 
jury  room,  and  without  the  possibility  of  the 
effect  of  any  outside  influence  or  consideration  of 
any  kind  in  this  world,  render  your  individual 
conscientious  judgment  based  solely  upon  the 
evidence?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  if  you  are  accepted  as  a  juror  you 
would  do  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 


Mr.  Millard:  Challenge  for  cause  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  Froessel:    Excused  by  the  People. 

The  Court:  We  are  about  to  take  a 
fifteen  minute  recess.  The  defendants  will 
retire. 

(At  4.40  p.  m.  a  recess  for  fifteen  min- 
utes was  taken.) 

(Twelve  talesmen  sworn.) 

The  Court :  The  People  may  inquire.  I 
will  interrupt  you,  Mr.  District  Attorney, 
when  you  have  made  your  opening  state- 
ment of  the  character  of  the  case. 
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Mr.  Daly:    All  right,  sir. 

Gentlemen,  in  this  case,  the  defendant 
Ruth  M.  Snyder  is  indicted  jointly  with 
the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray  by  the 
Grand  Jury  in  this  county  on  a  charge 
of  murder  in  the  first  degree.  The  in- 
dictment alleges  that  on  or  about  March 
20th,  1927,  these  two  defendants  by  aid- 
ing consulting  and  advising  and  assisting 
and  helping  each  other  with. malice  afore- 
thought and  with  premeditation  and  3080 
deliberation  | killed  Albert  Snyder  the 
husband  of  one  of  these  defendants, 
namely,  Ruth  M.  Snyder.  Now,  as  you 
know,  gentlemen,  under  the  law  of  the 
State  of  New  York  the  penalty  for  mur- 
der in  the  first  degree  is  death. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen,  I  take  it  that 
you  heard  what  the  Court  had  to  say  to 
to  a  previous  panel.  Am  I  correct  in 
that! 

(No    response.) 

You  did  hear,  did  you? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  Now  I  am  going  to  ask 
you  a  question.  Please  give  it  strict  heed. 
If  any  of  you  have  a  conscientious  opinion 
against  the  infliction  of  the  death  penalty 
upon  either  a  man  or  a  woman  which 
would  prevent  your  bringing  in  a  verdict 
of  guilty  when  the  punishment  is  death, 
please  hold  up  your  right  hands. 

(Three  talesmen  hold  up  their  right 
hands.) 


3081 
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The  Court:  You  gentlemen  who  have 
held  up  your  hands,  please  tell  me  is  this 
conviction  of  yours  a  deep-rooted  con- 
scientious opinion  that  has  been  with  you 
for  some  time? 

The  Talesmen:    Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  You  measure  that  time  by  years  or  days? 
A.  Yes. 

3083  Q'  Is  ^a^  ^e  case  witk  all  of  you?    A.  Yes. 
Q.  And   is   it   your   conscientious    belief    that 

the  penalty  for  the  offense  being  death  you 
could  not  bring  in  a  verdict  which  would  result 
in   the  infliction  of  that  penalty?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  excuse  you. 
You  are  excused. 

Now,  the  gentlemen  who  remain  in 
the  box,  are  any  of  you  acquainted  with 
any  of  the  attorneys  appearing  in  this 
case,    either    for    the    People    or    for    the 

3084  defendants  or  either  of  them?  Have  you 
any  acquaintance  with  any  of  the  lawyers 
in  the  case? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  Are  any  of  you  so  circum- 
stanced in  your  family  or  your  business 
relationship,  or  are  any  of  you  in  such  a 
physical  condition  that  that  circumstance 
or  your  family  or  your  business  relation- 
ship would  so  disturb  and  distract  and 
preoccupy  your  mind  that  if  you  were 
called  to  serve  as  jurors  in  this  case  you 
would  be  unable  to  give  it  the  strict  atten- 
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tion  which  its  importance  demands.  If 
there  are  any  of  you  in  that  group,  will 
you  kindly  hold  up  your  hands. 

(The  fourth  talesman  raises  his  hand.) 

By  the   Court: 

Q.  What  is  your  trouble?  A.  I  am  the  sole 
support,  your  Honor,  of  four  children,  and  if  I 
am  kept  away  from  my  little  business  it  will 
go  very  hard  on  them. 

Q.  It  would  really  be  a  misfortune  for  you?     3086 
A.  Yes,  it  would  ruin  me. 

Q.  And  you  feel  that  would  so  distract  you 
that  you  could  not  pay  undivided  attention  to 
your  duty  as  a  juror?  A.  I  would  have  to 
close  up  my  business  altogether,  your  Honor. 

Q.  Would  that  result  in  any  great  hardsdip 
to  you  which  would  distract  you?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  because  of  that  you  feel  you  could 
not  give  undivided  attention  to  the  case?  A. 
I  wouldn't  be  able  to  give  the  time,  your  Honor. 

Q.  You  could  not?    A.  No,  sir.  3087 

The  Court:  All  right.  The  Court  will 
excuse   you. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  No. 
7  raised  his  hand  that  he  knew  some  of 
the  counsel. 

The  Court:  Who  are  you  acquainted 
with? 

The  Seventh  Talesman:  I  am  not  ac- 
acquainted,  but  I  served  on  a  case  with  the 
attorney  for  one  of  the  defendants  here. 
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By  The  Court: 

Q.  I  understand  then  that  your  slight  acquain- 
tance is  in  the  performance  of  your  duty  as  a 
juror  you  have  had  before  you  one  of  the  lawyers 
in   the   case?    A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  That  has  not  resulted  in  any  friendship 
with  that   lawyer,  has  it?    A.  Not   necessarily. 

Q.  It  was  an  official  relationship  growing  out 
of  a  duty?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Just  the  official  relationship  growing  out 
3089     °f  your  service  as  a  juror?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Nothing  more  than  that?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  a  juror  in  a  case?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  he  was  one  of  the  attorneys  trying 
the  case?    A.  He  was. 

Q.  And  since  then  have  you  had  any  relation- 
ship with  him?  A.  No,  I  have  not  seen  him 
since. 

Q.  No  intercourse  of  a  friendly  nature  at  all? 
A.  No,   sir. 


The  Court:       That  does  not  disqualify 
you. 

Q.  Now,  gentlemen,  let  me  ask  you  another 
question.  You  see  men  go  through  life  with 
their  eyes  open  and  their  ears  open.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  the  greatest  happiness  in  life  is 
to  know  what  to  see  and  what  not  to  see,  but 
nevertheless  we  are  charged  with  the  duty  of 
going  through  life  with  our  eyes  open  and  our 
ears  open.  And  intelligent  men  do  form  im- 
pressions, some  opinion,  some  idea  when  a  matter 
is  brought  to  their  attention.  It  is  not  a  deep- 
rooted  thing,  it  is  just  a  passing  thing,  and  the 
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(Three    talemmen    raise    their    hands.) 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Now,  this  opinion,  Mr.  Talesman  Number 
1,  which  you  say  you  have  formed,  and  you  Mr. 
Talesman  Number  7,  that  you  say  you  have 
formed,  have  you  got  that  from  any  source 
other  than  conversations  with  people  not  con- 
nected with  the  case,  and  from  the  newspapers? 

The  First  Talesman:     I  got  it  from  the 
newspapers,  I  gained  quite  an  impression. 

Q.  Well,  you  know  that  the  newspapers,  for 
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law  recognizes  that,  the  law  does  not  expect 
men  to  live,  and  live  fully  to  see  and  to  observe 
and  to  think,  but  it  does  expect  men  called  to 
act  as  jurors  not  get  into  a  jury  box  with  any 
fixed  opinion  which  would  in  anywise  deprive 
them  from  passing  upon  the  merits  of  a  case 
on  the  evidence  and  the  evidence  alone. 
Now,  we  have  to  determine  here  what  is  your 
frame  of  mind  in  this  respect,  so  I  am  going 
to  put  to  you  another  question.  Again  I  am 
going  to  ask  any  of  you  who  would  answer  3092 
this  question  in  the  affirmative  to  raise  your 
hands,  after  I  shall  have  asked  it  of  you.  So, 
if  any  of  you  have  formed  and  now  hold  an 
opinion  and  impression  concerning  the  guilt 
or  the  innocence  of  these  defendants  or 
either  of  them  which  you  believe  will  prevent 
you  from  bringing  in  an  impartial  verdict  on 
the  evidence  alone,  you  will  please  raise  your 
hand. 
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business  purposes  have  to  sell  their  wares  to 
the  public,  and  they  make  stories  interesting 
for  the  public  so  that  the  public  will  buy  them. 
You  know  that,  do  you  not?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  know  that  what  they  write  is  not 
of  the  same  quality  as  the  sworn  testimony  of 
witnesses  who  hold  up  their  hands  and  before 
their  God  promise  to  tell  the  truth.  Now,  are 
you  two  gentlemen  both  of  you  in  that  class  that 
you  feel  that  just  an  opinion  that  you  have  read 
3095  in  the  newspapers,  giving  accounts  of  things 
should  prejudice  and  poison  your  mind  that  you 
would  be  unable  in  this  State  to  render  a  verdict 
on  the  evidence  alone,  that  is  to  say,  a  verdict 
impartial  and  fair  to  every  interest  in  this  case, 
unbiased  or  uninfluenced  by  the  newspaper  or  the 
conversation  opinion  that  you  have  formed?  (No 
answer.) 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  do  so? 


The  First  Talesman :    Well,  I  think  I  am. 

Q.  You  think  you  are?    A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  So  that  you  could  forget  that  temporary 
passing  opinion?    A.  Yes. 
Q.  How  about  you,  sir? 

The    Second    Talesman:     The    evidence 
would  have  to  be  very  strong,  I  think. 

Q.  You  two  gentlemen  at  the  end,  you  heard 
the  question  I  asked.  Could  you  set  aside  the  tem- 
porary opinion?  A.  Yes,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence presented,  it  might  change  it. 

Q.  You  are  not  supposed  to  come  in  and  have 
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things  shown  to  you.  You  are  supposed  to  throw 
aside  an  impression  and  enter  the  jury  box  with- 
out of  any  impression,  because  that  which  you  have 
read  in  the  newspapers  is  nothing  more  than  stuff 
which  you  have  read  to  interest  you,  but  not  to 
act  as  a  bias  of  a  solemn  verdict  that  means  so 
much.    Are  you  able  to  do  that!    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  about  you  sir,?  A.  I  don't  think  I 
could  change  my  opinion. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  you  can!     A.  No. 

Q.  Well,  you  three  gentlemen  that  feel  that  you     3093 
cannot  change    the    impressions    that    you    have 
formed,  are  excused. 

(Three  talesmen  excused.) 

Q.  Number  1,  you  feel  that  you  could  render  a 
fair  verdict  quite  independant  of  what  matter  came 
to  your  attention  in  the  papers?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Court:     The  People  may  inquire. 

Mr.  Miller:  The  last  juror,  I  believe 
said  he  could  change  his  opinion. 

Mr.  Daly:  I  know  him.  If  your  Honor 
please,  Number  6  said  that  he  could 
change  his  opinion,  but  I  know  him. 

By  Mr.  Daly: 

Q.  Mr.  Little,  you  live  at  411  Eighth  Avenue 
in  Astoria?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  married  or  single?     A.  Single. 

Q.  You  are  single?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  With  whom  do  you  live  there?  A.  My 
mother. 

Q.  Just  yourself  and  your  mother,  or  have  you 
brothers  and  sisters?     A.  I  have  two  brothers. 
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Q.  Who  live  there  with  you  and  your  mother? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  how  long  have  you  lived  in  Queens 
County?    A.  Sixteen  years. 

Q.  And  during  that  period  of  time  have  you 
lived  in  Long  Island  City  or  Astoria  most  of  the 
time?  A.  Most  of  the  time,  yes;  sir;  all  of  the 
time. 

Q.  All  of  the  time?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?    A.  Thirty. 

3101  Q.  Thirty?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  have  you  been  called  upon  to  serve  on 
a  jury  here  in  Queens  County  before?  A.  On 
a  Civil  Jury. 

Q.  On  a  Civil  Jury?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  never  in  a  criminal  case?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  interest  in  the  out- 
come of  a  criminal  case  in  any  way  whatsoever, 
where  anybody  might  be  a  defendant  that  you 
had  some  interest  in  or  where  you  were  a  wit- 
ness, or  anything  else?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  stated  in  answer  to  some  of  the  ques- 

3102  tions  that  his  Honor  asked  that  you  have  read 
the  newspapers  about  this  case?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  at  all  about  it  of 
your  own  knowledge?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  from  what  you  have  read  in  the  news- 
papers, and  such  facts  as  you  have  gleaned  from 
the  newspapers,  has  there  been  created  in  your 
mind  any  sentiment  of  sympathy,  either  for  the 
defendants  or  for  the  members  of  their  families 
or  their  relatives?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  There  has  not?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  if  you  are  accepted  as  a  juror,  you 
are  sure  that  after  you  have  retired  to  the  jury 
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room  and  after  having  heard  the  Court's  charge, 
and  if  the  Court  tells  you  that  no  sympathy  can 
enter  into  your  deliberations,  you  will  not  permit 
sympathy,  either  for  the  defendants  or  for  their 
relatives  or  families  to  affect  you  in  any  way 
whatsoever?     A.  No,  I  won't. 

Q.  And  you  can  assure  us  of  that?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Now  in  this  case  one  of  the  defendants  hap- 
ens  to  be  a  women.  Are  you  sure  that  that  fact 
will  not  affect  you  at  all?     A.  Yes,  sir.  3^^ 

Q.  You  understand  that  the  penalty  for  murder 
in  the  first  degree  is  death  under  the  law  of  our 
State?     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand  that  the  law  is  the  same 
for  men  and  women,  that  they  stand  on  the  same 
footing?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If,  after  you  retire  to  the  jury  room,  and 
you  consider  the  testimony  that  you  have  heard 
here  from  the  mouths  of  the  witnesses  that  appear 
before  you  and  consider  such  other  evidence  as  the 
Court  may  submit  to  you,  and  you  have  heard 
the  charge  of  his  Honor  as  to  what  the  law  is  3103 
applicable  to  the  case,  and  you  are  convinced 
that  the  defendants  are  guilty  of  murder  in  the 
first  degree,  are  you  sure  that  the  the  fact  that 
the  death  penalty  will  follow  your  verdict  will 
not  affect  you  in  any  way?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  can  assure  me  that  you  will  confine  your- 
self to  consideration  only  of  the  facts  in  this  case. 
In  other  words  whether  these  defendants  did  what 
the  people  on  the  one  side  claim  they  did?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  can  throw  aside  sentimentality, 
you  can  throw  aside  sympathy,  you  can  throw 
aside  the  question  of  the  sex  of  one  of  the  de- 
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fendants,  or  both  of  them,  and  you  will  not  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  penalty  with  your  fellow 
jurors!    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  will  you  permit  them  to  talk  to  you 
about  it?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Understanding  as  you  do  that  that  is  no 
part  of  your  duty,  that  that  is  written  in  the  law, 
and  you  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  and 
are  not  responsible  for  it?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  is  there  anything  else  which   I  may 

3107  not  have  asked  you,  which  might  prevent  you 
from  serving  on  this  jury  and  being  fair  and 
impartial?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  think  I  forgot  to  ask  you  what  you  do  for 
a  living?     A.  Clerk. 

Q.  Where?  A.  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance 
Company. 

Q.  The  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Company? 
A.  Yes. 

(Excused  by  consent.) 

(Talesman  Hoffman  was  then  examined 

3108  as  follows:) 

By  Mr.  Daly: 

Q.  Mr.  Hoffman,  you  live  at  112  86th  Avenue, 
Brooklyn  Manor,  do  you?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  lived  there?  A. 
Fifteen   years. 

Q.  I  notice  that  you  have  retired  from  what- 
ever particular  line  you  followed  for  a  liveli- 
hood?   A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  that  line?  A.  Painter  and  wood 
finisher. 

Q.  Painting  and  wood  finishing?    A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Were  you  in  business  for  yourself  before 
you  retired?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  ever  follow  any  other  occu- 
pation or  pursuit,  except  that?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  May  I  ask  you  how  old  you  are?  A.  Yes, 
sir.    Sixty-two. 

Q.  You  are  sixty-two  now?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  married?     A.  Widower. 

Q.  Widower?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Any  children?  A.  Yes,  sir;  a  daughter  and 
grand-daughter.  '3\1Q 

Q.  And  a  grandaughter  ?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Now,  during  the  time  that  you  have  been 
living  in  Queens  County,  have  you  lived  prin- 
cipally at  Brooklyn  Manor  or  have  you  lived  in 
other  parts  of  the  County?  A.  Well,  I  lived 
for  fifteen  years  in  Brooklyn  Manor. 

Q.  And  during  that  time  have  you  been  called 
upon  to  serve  on  a  jury  here  in  Queens?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  a  criminal  case?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Only  in  a  civil  case?    A.  Civil. 

Q.  You  have  read  something  about  this  case     «*'J1 
in  the  newspapers,  I  take  it,  Mr.  Hoffman?     A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  from  what  you  have  read  has  that 
created  any  sympathy  in  your  mind  either  for 
the  defendants  or  their  relatives  or  families  which 
is  of  such  a  nature,  that  if  you  were  accepted  as 
a  juror  in  this  case,  you  feel  that  it  might  affect 
your  deliberations  in  the  juryroom !    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  you  are  certain  and  can  assure 
me  that  if  you  are  accepted  as  a  juror,  you  will 
not  allow  sympathy  at  any  time  during  the  period 
that  you  are  performing  your  duty  as  a  juror  to 
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enter  into  your  mind,  that  you  will  throw  it  out 

and  obliterate  it  from^our  consideration  entirely, 

as  far  as  it  is  humanly  possible?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  you  say  you  have  served  on  a  civil 
jury?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  know  therefore  that  the  duty  of 
the  jury  is  to  determine  what  the  facts  are  in 
the  case?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  His  Honor  is  here  to  tell  you  and  your 
fellow  jurors  what  the  law  is  applicable  to  the 
particular  facts,  and  he  has  sole  jurisdiction  over 

3113  all  questions  of  law.  If  you  are  accepted  as  a 
juror  you  can  assure  me  that  you  will  follow 
the  Court 's  charge  and  instructions  as  to  what  the 
law  is  applicable  to  this  case?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  can  disregard,  if  you  have  one,  any 
opinion  as  to  what  the  law  is  or  what  it  should 
be?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  that  if  after  you  have  retired  to  the  jury 
room,  after  having  heard  the  witnesses  testify 
here,  in  considering  the  evidence  submitted  by 
his  Honor  to  you,  and  you  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  defendants  are  guilty  of  mur- 
der in  the  first  degree,  can  you  assure  me  that 
the  fact  that  the  death  penalty  may  follow  your 
verdict  will  not  affect  you  in  any  way  at  all? 
A.  No,  sir;  it  will  not. 

Q.  You  feel  you  can  do  your  sworn  duty  as  a 
juror  and  just  determine  whether  or  not  the  facts 
in  the  case  constitute  murder  in  the  first  degree, 
to  the  best  of  your  ability,  after  having  heard  the 
Court's  charge?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  the  question  of  penalty  in  every  cri- 
minal case  as  well  as  in  this  case  is  one  of  law, 
one  for  the  Court.  You  said  that  what  the 
penalty  may  be  would  not  affect  you.     Can  you 
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assure  me  that  you  will  not  even  discuss  it  with 
your  fellow  jurors,  and  if  any  of  them  want  to 
talk  to  you  about  it,  you  won't  let  them  talk  to 
you  about  it?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  One  of  the  defendants  here  happens  to  be 
a  woman.  Are  you  certain  that  that  will  not 
affect  j'ou  at  all,  if  accepted  as  a  juror?  A.  No, 
sir;  it  will  not. 

Q.  You  are  sure  and  certain  that  you  can 
cast  aside  any  question  of  sex,  and  if,  after  you 
are  in  your  jury  room  satisfied  beyond  a  reason-  3H6 
able  doubt  —  and  the  Court  will  explain  to  you 
what  a  reasonable  doubt  is  —  that  the  defen- 
dants are  guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  the 
fact  that  one  of  the  defendants  is  a  woman  will 
not  cause  you  to  try  and  find  a  lesser  degree, 
either  murder  in  the  second  degree,  or  manslaugh- 
ter, because  of  the  fact  that  one  of  the  defend- 
ants here  is  a  woman.  Are  you  sure  of  that? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  is  there  anything  at  all  which  might 
affect  you  as  a  juror  in  this  case  which  I  have  not 
asked  you,  or  perhaps  would  never  ask  you  if  I     3117 
kept  questioning  you  all  day?    A.  There  is  not. 

Q.  There  is  nothing  at  all  that  bothers  you? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  can  sit  here  as  a  juror?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  can  approach  this  case  with  a  free 
and  open  mind?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  take  your  place  in  the  jury  box  ready 
and  willing  to  hear  the  evidence  in  the  case  and 
apply  the  law  his  Honor  tells  you  to  the  facts 
in  the  case,  and  that  you  can  throw  aside  all 
sympathy,  that  you  can  throw  aside  the  ques- 
tion of  the  penalty  or  the  punishment,  that  you 
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can  throw  aside  the  question  of  sex  and  deter- 
mine what  are  the  true  facts  in  this  case  and 
limit  yourself  to  a  deliberation  as  to  those  facts 
and  nothing  else?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  do  not  remember,  Mr.  Hoffman,  did  I  ask 
you  if  you  had  served  on  a  jury,  and  you  told 
me  you  served  on  civil  juries  and  not  criminal? 
A.  Yes,  I  served  on  civil  juries. 

Mr.  Daly:    No  challenge  for  cause. 


By  Mr.   Miller: 

Q.  You  have  children?  A.  I  have  one  daugh- 
ter and  the  granddaughter. 

Q.  Your  mind  is  absolutely  free  and  open  in 
this  case?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  discuss  this  case  with  any 
particular  person  or  persons?  A.  Just  with 
friends  and  so  once  in  a  while  talk  about  it  as 
you  would  read  it  in  the  papers  day  after  day. 
as  it  comes  along. 

Q.  Did  they  give  you  any  opinion  upon  this 
3120     case?     A.  No  inklings. 

Q.  Did  they  give  you  any  opinion?  Did  they 
state  their  opinion?  Did  they  give  you  an  opin- 
ion or  their  impression  of  this  case?  A.  Well,  of 
course,  some  would  give  their  ideas  on  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  give  an  idea,  your  ideas  upon 
this   case?     A.  (No    answer). 

Q.  Did  you  ever  express  an  idea  about  this 
case?  A.  Well,  any  person  would  express  an 
idea,  according  to  what  you  read  in  the  paper. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  You  say  an  idea?  You  mean  an  idea  of 
guilt   or  innocence,  of  course? 
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By  Mr.  Miller: 

Q.  Did  you  ever  express  an  idea  of  the  guilt 
or  innocence  of  these  defendants?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  At  no  time?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  positive   of  that?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  And  there  is  not  in  your  mind  any  opinion 
or  impression  as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
these  defendants?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  positive  of  that?     A.  Yes,  sir.  01  <» 

Q.  Should  the  Court  charge  you  that  the  de- 
fendant is  presumed  to  he  innocent  until  proven 
guilty,  would  you  follow  that  charge?  A.  Cer- 
tainly. 

Q.  Should  the  Court  charge  you  that  all  reas- 
onable doubt  in  weighing  the  evidence  produced 
both  by  the  State  and  the  defendants  must  be 
given  weight,  consideration,  and  that  every  reas- 
onable doubt  must  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the 
defendants,  will  you  resolve  such  reasonable 
doubt  in  favor  of  these  defendants?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Should  you,  after  you  have  retired,  upon  3123 
the  Court's  charge  to  the  jury,  come  to  a  con- 
scientious opinion  as  to  a  verdict  to  be  rendered 
in  the  case,  and  the  majority  of  the  jury  dis- 
agree with  you,  and  they  cannot  convince  you 
by  reason  or  logic  that  your  opinion  is  the  wrong 
one,  will  you  steadfastly  adhere  to  that  opinion? 
A.  I  would  adhere  to  the  opinion  the  way  T  be- 
lieve my  own  —  the  truth  that  I  hear  from  the 
stand,  I  will  adhere  to  that. 

Q.  And  your  own  conscience  will  be  your  sole 
guide?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,   should   the   Court    charge   you   as   to 
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the  various  degrees  of  homicide,  murder  in  the 
first  degree,  murder  in  the  second  degree,  and 
manslaughter,  will  you,  upon  retiring  to  the 
juryroom  with  your  fellow  jurors,  consider  all 
the  evidence  adduced  by  the  State  and  by  the 
defendants,  consider  this  evidence  in  relation  to 
the  various  degrees  of  homicide,  should  the 
Court  charge  you  upon  that  particular  point? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

oi.ir  Mr.  Miller:     No  challenge  for  cause  at 

this  time. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     We   peremptorily   chal- 
lenge. 

(Talesman  Vanderheit  was  then  exam- 
ined as  follows). 

By  Mr.  Daly: 

Q.  Mr.  Vanderheit?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Vanderheit,  you  live  at  2550  Baltic 
Street,  Maspeth,  Long  Island?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  have  lived  there  for  some  time,  have 
3126    you?     A.  Four  years. 

Q.  Do  you  —  did  you  live  in  Queens  County 
prior  to  that  time!    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  where  did  you  live?  A.  Hamilton 
Beach. 

Q.  Hamilton  Beach!     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  the  County 
n]1  uy>  ether?     A.  Seven  years. 

Q.  And  during  that  period  of  time  have  you 
served  on  a  jury?     A.  Not  in  Queens  County. 

Q.  What!    A.  No. 

Q.  Not  in  Queens  County!     A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  "Well,  have  you  served  outside  of  Queens? 
A.  No,  not  during  those  seven  years. 

Q.  Well,  at  any  time  have  you  served  on  a 
jury?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where?    A.  In  Kings  County. 

Q.  On   a  criminal  jury?     A.  No,  civil. 

Q.  Are  you  married  or   single?     A.  Married. 

Q.  Might  I  ask  how  old  are  you?  A.  Thirty- 
five. 

Q.  Have  you  children?    A.  One. 

Q.  How  old?     A.  Eleven.  312S 

Q.  What   is   your  business?     A.  Clerk. 

Q.  Where?  A.  Underwriters  Salvage  Com- 
pany. 

Q.  Underwriters  Salvage  Company?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  That  is  connected  with  the  insurance  com- 
panies downtown,  around  William  Street?  A. 
With  the  Fire  Insurance  Companies. 

Q.  Fire  Insurance   Companies?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  You  never  have  anything  of  course  to  do, 
with  any  of  the  Life  Insurance  Companies?  A. 
No,  sir.  3129 

Q.  You  have  never  worked  for  any  of  the 
Life  Insurance  Companies,  have  you?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  You  have  read  about  this  case  in  the  news- 
papers? 'A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it  of 
your  own  knowledge?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  what  you  do  know  you  have  got  from 
the  newspapers?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  from  reading  the  newspapers,  have 
you  had  created  in  your  mind  any  sentiment  of 
sympathy,    either    for    the    defendants    or    any 
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members  of  their  families  or  any  relative  or 
friends,  which  would  be  of  such  a  nature  that 
it  would  interefere  with  your  serving  as  a  juror 
and  prevent  you  from  being  a  juror  and  an  im- 
partial  juror?     A.  No,    sir. 

Q.  You  are  certain  of  that?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  if  you  are  accepted  as  a  juror,  and 
after  you  have  heard  the  testimony  of  the  wit- 
nesses and  the  charge  of  the  Court  and  you  re- 
tire to  your  juryroom,  and  you  have  come  to  a 
3l3j  conclusion  that  the  defendants  are  guilty  of 
murder  in  the  first  degree,  are  you  sure  that  you 
have  —  are  you  sure  that  the  fact  that  the 
death  penalty  will  follow  your  verdict  won't 
affect  you  in  any  way  whatsoever?    A.  It  won't. 

Q.  It  won't?     A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  And  you  feel  that  you  could  do  your  full 
and  conscientious  duty  not  affected  by  any 
consideration  as  to  the  penalty  that  might  attach 
to  your  verdict?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Notwithstanding  and  realizing  that  you 
are  not  responsible  for  that,  that  the  question  of 
3132  penalty  is  a  question  of  law  for  the  Court?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  assure  me  that  you  will  not  even 
discuss  it  in  the  jury  room  or  permit  your  fel- 
low jurors  to  talk  to  you  about  it?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  One  of  the  defendants  here  is  a  woman, 
and  assuming  that  after  you  have  been  in  the 
jury  room  for  some  time,  and  had  deliberated 
on  the  facts  in  this  case,  that  you  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  defendants  were  guilty  of 
murder  in  the  first  degree,  are  you  sure  the  fact 
that  one  of  the  defendants  is  a  woman  might  not 
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Mr.  Daly:     No  challenge  for  cause. 

By  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  member  of 
the  Police  Department?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  member  of 
the  District  Attorney's  office,  Mr.  Vanderheit? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  heard  me  speak  to  the  other  jurors 
relative  to  that  provision  of  law  which  does  not 
require  a  defendant  to  take  the  stand  in  his  own 
behalf?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Do  you  feel  that  you  understand  it?  A. 
Yes,   sir,  I  do. 


3138 


affect  you  so  as  to  cause  you  to  find  some  lesser 
degree?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  positive  of  that  ?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  can  assure  me,  then,  that  under 
your  oath,  that  neither  sex  nor  penalty  nor  sym- 
pathy will  enter  into  your  mind  as  far  as  it  is 
humanly  possible  for  you  to  keep  it  out  ?  A.  No, 
it   will  not. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  at  all  that  you  can  think 
which  might  prevent  you  from  serving  on  this 
jury  and  being  fair  and  impartial?     A.  No,  sir.     3134 

Q.  So  that  if  accepted  as  a  juror  you  can 
cast  aside  these  things  that  I  have  already  men- 
tioned, and  in  addition  to  that,  if  you  have  any 
opinion  as  to  what  the  law  is,  you  will  take  and 
throw  that  aside  and  take  the  Court's  charge  as 
the  law,  and  follow  that  absolutely  and  strictly, 
disregarding  any  opinion  you  may  have  as  to 
what  the  law  is,  or  what  it  should  be?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  sure  of  that?    A.  Yes. 


3135 
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Q.  Have  you  any  quarrel  or  dispute  with  it? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  anybody  ever  spoken  to  you  about 
this  case?     A.  Not  that  I  can  recall. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  felt  that  you  have  enter- 
tained an  opinion  one  way  or  another  as  to  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  the  defendants?  A.  No, 
I  have  not. 

Q.  Now,  where  are  you  employed  at  as  clerk? 
A.  Underwriters    Salvage    Company,    45    John 
3^7    Street. 

Q.  Now,  if  the  Court  charges  you  that  it  is 
the  law  that  any  alleged  statement  of  a  defen- 
dant offered  in  evidence  here  must  be  the  free 
and  voluntary  act  of  the  defendant  before  it  can 
be  received  in  evidence,  will  you  understand  the 
Court's  instructions?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  will  you  follow  it?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  believe  you  have  told  the  gentlemen  who 
have  questioned  you  that  you  have  never  sat  as 
a  juror  in  a  criminal  case,  is  that  right  ?  A.  That 
is  right. 
3138  Q.  Do  you  understand  it  to  be  your  duty  to  re- 
solve every  reasonable  doubt  that  you  have  in 
favor  of  the  defendants?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  that  the  defendant  is  presumed 
to  be  innocent?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand  what  is  meant  by  that,  do 
you  not?    A.  Until  he  is  found  otherwise,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  got  it  exactly.  That  is  exactly 
what  is  meant  by  it?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  work  for  any  insurance  com- 
pany, do  you?  A.  No,  sir;  we  are  connected 
with  the  Fire  Insurance  Companies. 


1047 

Selection  of  Jury 


3139 


Mr.    Hazleton:      Challenge    for    cause 
withdrawn  at  this  time. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Mr.  Vanderheit,  you  have  not  had  a  feeling 
of  bias  or  prejudice  against  these  defendants, 
have  you?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  At  any  time?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  have  no  feeling  now  of  bias  or 
prejudice  against  these  defendants?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you   will   follow   strictly   the   Court's     'SX40 
instructions   when   it   charges  the   jury,   if  you 
are  accepted  as  a  juror?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Miller:     That  is  all.     No  challenge 
for  cause. 

Mr.   Daly:     Acceptable   to   the   People. 

Mr.  Miller:     Acceptable  to  the  Defend- 
ant Gray. 

Mr.   Hazleton:     Acceptable  to   the  De- 
fendant Snyder. 

(Sworn  as  Juror  Number  11.) 

(Talesman    Gallagher   was    then    exam-     3141 
ined  as  follows) : 

By  Mr.  Daly: 

Q.  Mr.  Gallagher?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Mr.  Gallagher,  you  live  at  Number  1  Ship- 
ley Street?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  a  salesman?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  particular  line?  A.  Flavor- 
ing extracts  to  candy  manufacturers. 

Q.  Flavoring  extracts  to  candy  manufacturers? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What  territory  have  you?  A.  Pennsyl- 
vania, New  England  and  New  York  State. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  the  company  for  whom 
you  work?     A.  Freese  &  Brother. 

Q.  Freese  &  Brother?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  where  is  their  principal  office  or  place 
of  business?    A.  22  Reade  Street,  in  New  York. 

Q.  Are  you  married  or  single?     A.  Married. 

Q.  Children?     A.  Yes,    sir;   children. 

3143  Q"  -How    many?      A.  One,    two    and    one    half 
years  old. 

Q.  How   old   are   you?     A.  Thirty-one. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  this  con- 
cern?    A.  Four  years. 

Q.  Four  years?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  what  was  your  business  before  that? 
A.  Same  line,  only  with  a  competitive  house. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  that  particular  line  the 
better  part  of  your  employment?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  say  a  competitive  line,  who  was 

3144  the  competitor?     A.  Freese  &  Freese. 

Q.  Now  you  are  with  Freese  &  Brother?     A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  this  case 
of  your  own  knowledge,  do  you?  A.  Well,  only 
I  knew  Mr.  Albert  Snyder. 

Q.  You  did  know  Albert  Snyder?  A.  I  lived 
on  the  same  street  with  him  for  fifteen  years. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 
(Talesman  Becker  was   then   examined 
as  follows:) 
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By  Mr.  Daly: 

Q.  Mr.  Becker,  I  see  you  are  a  chauffeur?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  are  you  employed?     A.  By  myself. 

Q.  What  do  you  do,  run  taxicabs?  A.  Run 
taxicabs. 

Q.  What  stand  have  you?  A.  I  have  been 
playing  the  Plaza  in  New  York  City. 

Q.  Are  you  married   or   single?     A.  Married. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  children?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?     A.  Thirty-five.  314.(3 

Q.  You  live  on  41st  Street,  Long  Island  City  \ 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Over  on  the  Ditmars  Avenue  Section?  A. 
No,  Graham  and  Pierce. 

Q.  Now,  how  long  have  you  been  in  the  busi- 
ness of  running  taxicabs?  A.  For  the  last  four 
years. 

Q.  Prior  to  that,  what  did  you  do?  A.  Chauf- 
feur for  a  concern,  the  Greenpoint  Bedstead  Com- 
pany, Second  and  Webster  Avenues. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  worked  for  them?  A. 
Three  years.  3147 

Q.  What  have  you  been  doing  for  a  liveli- 
hood, principally  a  chauffeur?  A.  Chauffeur  and 
Street  car  conductor  and  taxi. 

Q.  Now,  you  do  not  know  anything  about  this 
case,  or  anybody  connected  with  it?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it  of 
your  own  knowledge?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  read  about  it?  A.  Yes,  I  read  it 
occasionally,  if  I  found  enough  time. 

Q.  And  you  have  talked  to  people  about  it  in 
a  casual  way?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  They  would  talk  to  you  and  you  would 
talk  to  them?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  From  what  you  may  have  read  or  from 
what  you  may  have  heard  about  it,  has  that 
created  any  sympathy  in  your  mind?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  addition  to  the  question  his  Honor  asked 
you  about  knowing  anybody  here  connected  with 
the  case,  are  you  friendly  with  somebody  in  the 
District  Attorney's  office?  A.  In  the  District 
Atorney's  office? 

3149  Q.  Yes?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  is  that?     A.  Walter  McClancy. 

Q.  You  are  very  friendly  with  him,  are  you? 
A.  No,  just  "Hello,"  and  I  know  him  through 
meeting  him. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  That  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  us. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  What  do  you  want  to 
do,  that  is  the  question. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  think  it  comes  within 
the  rule. 

3150  Mr.  Miller:     We  consent. 

Mr.  Millard:  Challenged  for  cause  un- 
der the  rule. 

(Twelve  talesmen  sworn.) 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Gentlemen,  the  Grand  Jury  of  Queens 
County  has  found  an  indictment  against  Ruth 
Snyder  and  Henry  Judd  Gray  charged  theni 
with  the  crime  of  murder  in  the  first  degree  for 
having  by  co-operation,  aiding,  assisting  and 
abetting  each  other  with  premeditation  and  de- 
liberation caused  the  death  of  one  Albert  Snyder, 
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the  husband  of  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder. 

Under   our  law,   punishment   for  first   degree 
murder  is  the  death  penalty. 

The  Court:     I  will  interrupt  you  there, 
Mr.  District  Attorney. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Now,  gentlemen,  I  take  it  you  have  already 
heard  what  has  been  said  to  other  panels,  and 
therefore  I  am  not  going  to  repeat  the  admon-  oiko 
ition  but  ask  you  questions  directly.  Now,  if 
any  of  you  have  a  conscientious  opinion  against 
the  infliction  of  the  death  penalty  upon  either  a 
man  or  a  woman  which  would  prevent  your 
bringing  in  a  verdict  of  guilty,  when  the  pun- 
ishment is  death,  you  will  please  hold  up  your 
right  hand. 


(Two  talesmen  raise  their  right  hands.) 

Q.  Mr.  Juror  Number  3,  is  that  scruple  or  con- 
scientious   opinion    on    your    part    one    of    long     3153 
standing!      A.  I    don't    believe    that    the    death 
penalty  should  be  meted  out  by  law  to  overcome 
the  death  of  another  person. 

Q.  And  the  other  juror  who  held  up  his  hand? 
A.  I  believe  the  same,  Judge. 

The   Court:     Now,    you    gentlemen    are 
excused. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  gentlemen  who  now  re- 
main in  the  box  so  pre-occupied  or  distracted  by 
any  situation  either  in  your  family  relationship  or 
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your  business  relationship  or  by  virtue  of  any 
physical  condition  that  is  personal  that  you  feel 
if  called  upon  to  serve  here  as  jurors  you  would 
be  unable  to  give  your  undivided  attention  to 
the  evidence  in  the  case  and  bring  in  a  verdict, 
impartial  and  fair,  both  for  the  people  and  for 
the  defendants?  Any  of  you  feel  that  you  are 
in  that  condition,  please  hold  up  your  hands. 

(One   talesman   raises   his   hand). 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  What  is  your  difficulty?  A.  I  have  my 
own  place,  and  I  don't  think  I  could  sacrifice 
time  just  at  present. 

Q.  You  mean  that  sacrifice  would  be  of  such 
a  character  if  you  were  called  upon  to  make  it, 
that  your  mind  would  be  on  it  rather  than  the 
evidence,  and  therefore  you  could  not  be  fair, 
is  that  it?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  who  remain  employed  by 
any  life  insurance  company  or  identified  with 
any  life   insurance   company? 

The  Seventh  Talesman:     I  am. 

Q.  What  company  are  you  employed  by? 

The  Talesman:     The  Metropolitan  Life 
Insurance   Company. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 
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By  the  Court: 

Q.  Now,  you  gentlemen  who  remain,  I  want 
to  ask  whether  any  of  you  have  formed  and  hold 
an  opinion  or  impression  concerning  the  guilt  or 
innocence  of  these  defendants  or  either  of  them, 
which  you  believe  will  prevent  you  from  bring- 
ing in  an  impartial  verdict  on  the  evidence 
alone?     A.  (No  answer). 

Q.  Now,  if  any  of  you  are  in  that  situation, 
please  hold  up  your  hand. 

(Two  talesmen  raise  their  hands). 
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Q.  Now,  talesman  number  2,  this  opinion  that 
you  have  formed,  is  it  derived  from  the  news- 
papers!     A.  Partly   from    the   newspapers. 

Q.  And  conversations?    A.  And  conversations. 

Q.  You  appreciate  that  that  is  not  sworn  testi- 
mony? A.  I  ought  to,  your  Honor.  I  ought  to, 
if  I  could  change  it. 

Q.  But  you  cannot  take  it  out  of  your  mind? 
A.  It  would  be  hard. 

Q.  You   feel    that   that   would   influence   your     31 59 
mind?     A.  Yes,  it  would. 

Q.  And  it  would  influence  your  mind  even  if 
sworn  as  a  juror?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  other  gentlemen?     A.  The  same. 

Q.  Are  you  in  the  same  situation  as  your  col- 
league?   A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  feel  you  would  be  influenced  by 
the  opinion  that  you  have  formed  even  in  dis- 
regard of  the  evidence  in  the  case?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 
Q.  Are  any  of  you  gentlemen  or  were  any  of 
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you  acquainted  with  the  deceased?  A.  (No  an- 
swer). 

Q.  Or  with  either  of  the  defendants  in  this 
case?     A.  (No  answer). 

Q.  Or  with  any  of  the  people?  A.  (No  an- 
swer). 

The  Court:    The  District  Attorney  may 
proceed  with  his  questions. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Do  any  of  you  gentlemen  know  the  defend- 
ant Ruth  Snyder  or  the  defendant  Gray  or  any 
of  their  families?    A.  (No  answer). 

Q.  Mrs.  Josephine  Brown?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Any  of  you  know  Mr.  Wallace  or  Judge 
Hazleton,  who  are  counsel  for  the  defendant? 
The  Ninth  Talesman:     I  do. 

Q.  Who  do  you  know?  A.  Judge  Hazleton 
and  Wallace. 

Q.  Do  you  know  them  personally?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

3X52  The  Court:    You  are  excused,  sir. 

Q.  Any  of  you  other  gentlemen  know  Judge 
Hazleton  or  Mr.  Wallace?     A.  (No   answer). 

Q.  Or  Frank  Bambara?     A.  (No  answer). 

Q.  Any  of  you  know  Mr.  Millard  or  Mr.  Miller, 
counsel  for  the  defendant  Gray?  A.  (No  an- 
swer). 

Q.  Or,  do  you  know  me  or  Mr.  Conroy  or  Mr. 
Daly,  or  Mr.  ^©zgtt7  sitting  with  me  at  this 
table?  -h-tesitl 

The  Fifth  Talesman:    I  know  you.    You 
are  a  brother  Elk. 
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Mr.  Newcomb:     Under  the  ruling? 
Mr.  Miller:     We  consent. 
Mr.  Hazleton:     We  consent. 
(Talesman  Grobe  was  then  examined  as 
follows). 

By  Mr.  Newcombe : 

Q.  Mr.  Grob,  do  you  still  live  at  93rd  Avenue, 
Richmond  Hill?     A.  Yes,    sir. 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  lived  there,  Mr. 
Grob?     A.  Twenty  years.  o-ig^ 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  lived  in  the  County  ? 
A.  The  same. 

Q.  Twenty  years?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  married?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Any  children?     A.  Yes,  sir;  two. 

Q.  How  old  are  they,  Mr.  Grob?  A.  One  is 
fifteen  and  one  is  twenty-one. 

Q.  May  I  ask  your  age?     A.  Fifty. 

Q.  Your  occupation  here  is  piano  maker?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  in  business  for  yourself,  Mr.  Grob? 
A.  No,  sir.  3165 

Q.  What  is  your  concern?  A.  Chickering  & 
Sons. 

Q.  Chickering?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  an  executive  post  there?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  with  them?  A. 
Four  months. 

Q.  Four  months?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  before  that  with  whom  were  you,  Mr. 
Grob?     A.  Landay  Brothers. 

Q.  Also  piano  manufacturers?  A.  They  are 
not  manufacturers,  dealers. 
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Q.  How  long  were  you  with  them,  sir?  A. 
About  six  months. 

Q.  And  before  that?     A.  Wanamaker's. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  with  Wanamaker?  A. 
Twelve  years. 

Q.  Now,  have  you  served  as  a  juror  in  a 
criminal  case  before?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Downstairs  in  the  County  Court?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  you  have  read  the  papers  somewhat 
with  reference  to  this  case?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

3167  Q-  ^0l1  nave  probably  talked  to  people  about 
it?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  they  have  talked  to  you?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  have  you  formed  any  sense  of  sym- 
pathy or  any  sympathetic  feeling  for  the  de- 
fendants or  the  members  of  their  family  which 
you  feel  might  prejudice  you  in  your  considera- 
tion of  the  evidence  in  this  case  to  determine  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  the  defendants?  A.  No. 
I  have  not. 

Q.  Can  you  assure  me  that  when  you  go  in 
the  jury  room  you  won't  permit  any  sense  of 

3168  sympathy,  or  any  sympathetic  feeling  for  these 
defendants  or  the  members  of  their  families  in- 
fluencing you  in  any  regard?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  will  disregard  any  sense  of  sympathy 
from  your  mind  in  considering  the  evidence  in 
the  case?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  the  fact  that  one  of  the  defendants 
is  a  woman,  and  if  your  verdict  is  guilty  as  in- 
dicted, it  will  mean  the  death  penalty  for  the 
woman,  will  that  affect  you  in  your  consideration 
of  the  evidence  and  the  rendition  of  a  verdict? 
A.  No. 

Q.  In   fact   you  feel   that   the   law   should   be 
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applied  to  all  classes  equally  to  the  men  and 
to  the  woman?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  correct?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  the  facts  you  will  determine,  but 
you  will  take  the  instrucions  of  law  implicitly 
from  his  Honor  and  follow  those,  disregarding 
whatever  previous  opinion  you  might  have  had 
as  to  what  the  law  was  or  should  be?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  will  apply  the  law  as  given  by  his 
Honor?     A.  Yes,  sir.  3170 

Q.  And  take  it  absolutely  and  positively?  A. 
Yes,   sir. 

Q.  That  is  his  province?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  in  considering  the  evidence  in  the 
case,  when  you  get  into  the  jury  room  and  ar- 
riving at  your  verdict,  can  you  assure  me  that 
you  will  eliminate  from  your  mind  the  results 
of  your  verdict,  the  punishment  that  might 
follow  your  verdict?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  won't  let  that  enter  into  your  dis- 
cussion?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  won't  permit  the  other  jurors  to  dis-     3171 
cuss  it  with  you?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  will  remove  from  your  mind  all 
thought  as  to  the  consequence  of  your  verdict? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  you 
cannot  serve  impartially  and  fairly  and  hon- 
estly as  a  juror  in  this  case?  Some  reason  that 
I  have  not  brought  forth  by  any  of  the  questions 
that  I  have  asked  you?    A.  I  don't  know  of  any. 

Q.  Now,  in  the  event  that  in  your  opinion,  in 
your  Honest  judgment,  the  evidence  justifies 
and  warrants  a  verdict  of  guilty  of  murder  in 
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the  first  degree,  you  are  not  going  to  reduce 
that  degree  because  bringing  in  a  first  degree 
verdict  is  an  unpleasant  duty  or  because  some 
of  the  other  jurors  want  a  lesser  degree,  as  long 
as  you  honestly  believe  that  the  evidence  estab- 
lishes the  guilt  of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  are 
you?    A.  No. 

Q.  I  do  not  think  that  you  quite  understood 
my  question.    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  say  you  are  not  going  to  reduce  —    A. 

3173  No>  no- 

Q.  Your  verdict,  first  degree  murder,  if  you 

honestly  believe  that  it  is  first  degree  murder 
from  the  proof  adduced  at  the  trial?  A.  No, 
I  would  not. 

Q.  That  is  correct,  is  it  not?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  not  going  to  compromise  it  in 
order  to  arrive  quickly  at  a  verdict?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  not  going  to  compromise  it  in  or- 
der to  relieve  yourself  of  the  perhaps  unpleasant 
duty  of  bringing  in  a  first  degree  murder  ver- 
dict?   A.  No,  sir. 

3174  Q.  And  you  assure  me  of  that,  sir?    A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  No  challenge  for  cause. 

By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Mr.  Frederick  Grob,  is  that  right?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Residing  at  11308  93rd  Avenue,  Richmond 
Hill?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  married?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  any  children?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many?    A.  Two. 

Q.  Two  children?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  age,  Mr.  Grob?    A.  Fifty. 

Q.  Now,  as  an  honest  man,  Mr.  Grob,  you  could 
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not  find  it  in  your  conscience,  in  your  heart,  to 
hold  up  your  right  hand  and  take  the  oath  as  a 
juror  realizing  and  being  conscious  of  the  fact 
that  you  had  any  feeling  whatsoever  of  prejudice 
against  these  defendants,  could  you?  A.  No,  sir. 
^f     Q.  You  could  not  do  it?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  would  never  forget  it  for  the  rest  of 
your  life,  would  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  So  that  if  you  were  sworn  and  accepted  as 
a  juror  in  this  case,  you  tell  me  as  an  honest  man 
that  you  will,  from  the  time  that  you  assume  3176 
your  duties  pay  strict  attention,  listen  to  the 
testimony,  listen  to  the  instructions  of  his  Honor 
the  Court,  at  all  times,  and  obey  them,  and  after 
the  evidence  is  all  in  that  you  will  retire  to  the 
jury  room  like  a  noble-hearted  conscientious 
American  citizen,  and  there  you  will  yourself 
individually  decide  your  course  of  action,  that 
you  will  make  up  your  mind  honestly  before  your 
God  so  that  you  can  look  yourself  in  the  glass 
in  the  morning  and  not  be  ashamed  that  you  have 
rendered  that  judgment  which  is  right,  you  will 
do  that?    A.  Yes,  sir.  3177 

Q.  And  having  once  made  up  your  mind,  defi- 
nitely, conscientiously  determined  your  course  of 
conduct,  you  won't  let  the  action  of  any  fellow 
juror,  any  attempt  at  persuasion  or  coercion  or 
attempt  to  enforce  or  browbeat  or  impose  his 
opinion  upon  you  so  that  you  would  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  surrending,  giving  up  your 
Honest  judgment,  you  would  not  do  that?  A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  You  could  not  conceive  yourself  doing  that, 
could  you?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  as  long  as  you  hold  that  conscientious 
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conviction  and  judgment  you  are  going  to  tenaci- 
ously cling  to  it  in  spite  of  everything  on  earth, 
to  the  last  ditch,  right?    A.  I  will. 

Mr.  Millard:     No  challenge. 

By  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Richmond  Hill, 
Mr.  Grob?     A.  Twenty  years. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  any  member  of 
the  District  Attorney's  Office,  either  the  gentle- 
men sitting  at  my  right,  or  the  others?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  are  not?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  heard  me  speak  about  that  rule 
of  law  which  provides  that  a  defendant  does  not 
need  to  take  the  stand  in  his  behalf?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  quarrel  or  dispute  with  that? 
A.  No,  not  at  all. 

Q.  You  have  heard  me  state  the  law,  which  is 
to  the  effect  that  no  statement  made  by  a  defend- 
ant can  be  used  against  that  defendant,  except 
that  statement  was  the  free  and  voluntary  act  of 
3180  *ne  defendant.  Have  you  heard  me  question  the 
other  jurors  about  that?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  understand  it?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  dispute  or  quarrel  with  that 
provision  of  law?    A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  an  opinion  expressed 
in  your  presence  relative  to  this  matter?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  an  opinion?  A.  No,  I 
never  had,  no. 

Q.  You  believe  those  opinions  that  you  holrl, 
whatever  they  might  have  been,  will  affect  your 
judgment  in  any  way  whatsoever?    A.  Not  at  all. 
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Q.  How  old  are  you,  Mr.  Grob  ?    A.  Fifty. 

Q.  Married!    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  a  member  of  any  clubs  in  Richmond 
Hill  other  than  Fraternal  Clubs?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  not?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  do  you  understand  the  rule  of  law  to 
be  that  every  reasonable  doubt  you  may  have  in 
the  case,  such  as  this,  is  to  be  resolved  or  de- 
cided at  all  times  in  favor  of  the  defendant?  A. 
Yes.  3182 

Q.  You  understand  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  Challenge  for  cause  with- 
drawn, may  it  please  the  Court. 

Mr.  Millard:  May  I  ask  one  question. 
Mr.  District  Attorney? 

By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  I  wanted  to  ask  one  additional  question,  Mr. 
Grob.  That  is,  should  his  Honor  Judge  Scudder 
instruct  you  as  to  what  constitutes  a  reasonable 
doubt,  and  after  carefully  considering  the  evi- 
dence you  find  that  you  have  a  reasonable  doubt 
as  defined  by  the  Court  as  to  the  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  either  of  these  defendants  or  as  to  the 
desrree  of  guilt  of  either  of  these  defendants, 
will  you  manfully  and  conscientiously  obey  that 
instruction  and  give  the  defendants  the  benefit 
of  that  doubt?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Court:  Are  there  nny  further  ques- 
ions? 

Mr.  Newcomb:  Satisfactory  to  the 
People. 


3183 
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Mr.  Millard :  Satisfactory  to  the  defend- 
ant Gray. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Satisfactory  to  the  de- 
fendant Snyder. 

(Sworn  as  Juror  Number  12.) 

The  Court:  The  Court,  in  the  exercise 
of  the  Court's  discretion,  excuses  the  juror 
now  sworn,  Mr.  Arnold.  The  record  will 
show  that  all  sides  consent.  You  may 
proceed,  Mr.  District  Attorney.     Mr.  Ar- 

3185  nold,  you  are  excused. 

(Talesman  Aman  was  then  examined  as 
follows) : 

By  Mr.  Newcomb: 

Q.  Mr.  Aman,  you  live  at  2320  Woodbine 
Street,  Ridgewood?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  there,  Mr.  Aman? 
A.  Thirty-six  years. 

Q.  At  the  same  address?  A.  Same  address, 
same  district  and  the  same  ward. 

Q.  Now,   I   will   ask  you   the   question    as   to 

3186  whether  you  know  any  of  the  attorneys  who  are 
here  present  in  Court  in  this  case?  A.  I  don't 
know  any  of  them. 

Q.  Now,  your  occupation  is  given  as  that  of  a 
plasterer?    A.  Plasterer,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  business  for  yourself?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  May  I  ask  by  whom  you  are  employed?  A. 
I  have  not  been  employed.  I  have  not  followed 
the  business  for  three  years. 

Q.  You  are  retired?    A.  Retired. 

Q.  You  have  no  present  occupation?  A.  Ab- 
solutely none,  sir. 
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Q.  Now,  during  your  thirty-six  years,  was  it? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  duration  of  your  living  in 
Queens  County!    A.  Queens  County. 

Q.  Have  you  served  as  a  juror!     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ever  served  in  a  civil  case!  A.  In  the 
County  Court,  three  times. 

Q.  In  civil  cases!    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  course  you  have  read  something  of  this 
case  in  the  papers   and  no   doubt   some  people 
have  at  times  talked  to  you  about  the  case?     A.     'SIS8 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  has  anything  served  to  create  in  you 
any  sentimental  feeling  or  sympathy  for  the 
defendants  or  the  members  of  their  families 
which  would  prejudice  you  in  your  deliberations 
of  the  evidence  adduced  at  this  trial!  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Or  influence  you  at  all  in  the  rendition  of 
your  verdict?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  can  you  assure  me  that  you  can  ab- 
solutely divorce  from  your  mind  when  you  go 
into  the  jury  room  to  consider  the  evidence  and  31S9 
to  render  your  verdict,  divorce  everything  from 
your  mind  all  feelings  of  sentiment  or  questions 
of  sympathy  and  determine  this  case  purely  upon 
the  facts  adduced  and  the  law  as  given  to  you  by 
his  Honor?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  rid  your  mind  of  sympathy  or  senti- 
ment?   A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  sure — you  assure  me  you  can  and 
will?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  under  our  law  a  woman  is  amenable 
to  the  law  as  is  a  man.  Now,  in  this  cnse  there  is 
a  woman  defendant.     Is  that  going  to  effect  you 
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or  influence  you  in  the  rendition  of  your  verdict! 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  believe  that  the  same  law  should  apply 
to  women  as  to  men?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  the  law  of  the  case  you  are  going  to 
take  implicitly  from  his  Honor?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  strictly  follow  what  his  Honor  tells 
you  is  the  law  applicable  to  the  facts  in  this 
particular  easel     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And   if   you   have    any    other   or    different 

3191  °Pmi011  at  times,  you  will  brush  that  one  side 
and  take  the  law  from  his  Honor?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  No  question  about  that?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  believe  that  the  evidence  in  the  case 
warrants  a  verdict  of  murder  in  the  first  degree, 
are  you  going  to  bring  in  such  a  verdict?  A.  I 
will. 

Q.  You  won't  be  persuaded  to  bring  in  a  lesser 
degree  because  it  is  an  unpleasant  duty  to  bring 
in  a  first  degree  verdict,  will  you?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  won't,  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
promise or  by  the — through  the  urging  of.  other 

3192  jurors,  if  you  honestly  believe  it  is  murder  in  the 
first  degree,  you  won't  budge  from  that,  will  you? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  going  to  be  man  enough  to  come 
in  with  a  verdict  of  murder  in  the  first  degree  if 
you  honestly  believe  that  is  what  it  is?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Now,  can  you  assure  me  of  this,  that  when 
yon  come  to  consider  the  evidence  in  this  case, , 
sitting  down  in  your  jury  room  and  deliberating 
that  you  can  put  out  of  your  mind  definitely  the 
motter  of  punishment  that  may  flow  from  your 
verdict  or  that  will  flow  from  your  verdict,  put  it 
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out  of  your  mind,  not  let  it  weigh  in  your  delib- 
erations.    Can  you  do  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  won't  discuss  punishment  or  have 
your  fellow  jurors  discuss  punishment  with  you, 
will  you?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  assure  me  of  that  too?  A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  know  any  reason  why  you  can 
not  serve  fairly  and  honestly  and  impartially  as 
a  juror  in  this  case?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  bring  in  a  fair  and  right  and  just  and 
true  verdict?    A.  (No  answer.)  3^04 

Q.  Is  there  any  reason?  A.  Nothing  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  Something  perhaps  that  I  have  not  sug- 
gested to  you  in  my  questions  but  something  that 
you  may  have  in  the  back  of  your  head?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Nothing  at  all?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Oh,  Mr.  Aman,  I  forgot  to  ask  you  some- 
thins:  that  is  very  important.  Have  you  any 
children?    A.  Four. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?    A.  64. 

Q.  Children  all  living?     A.  They  are. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  No  challenge  for  cause 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  Millard:  Challenged  peremptorily 
by  the  defendant  Gray. 

(Talesman  Neville  was  examined  as  fol- 
lows) : 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Are  you  Mr.  Neville  or  are  you  Mr.  Blum? 
A.  Mr.  Neville. 


3195 
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Q.  James  C.  Neville,  4330  South  20th  Street, 
Flushing  is  that  correct?    A.  Right. 

Q.  Now,  how  long  have  you  lived  at  that 
address,  Mr.  Neville?     A.  About v seven  months. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Flushing?  A. 
About  14  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Queens  County  ? 
A.  About  14  years. 

Q.  Are  you  married,  Mr.  Neville?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?     A.  No. 

3197  Q.  Have  you  ever  served  as  a  juror  in  a 
criminal  case?     A.  No. 

Q.  Civil?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  you  have  read  something  of  this  case 
in  the  press,  no  doubt?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  have  talked  to  some  and  some  have 
talked  to  you  about  the  case?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Neville,  has  anything  happened 
to  create  in  your  mind  any  sense  of  sympathy 
or  any  sentimental  feeling  for  the  defendants  or 
any  members  of  their  familiies  which  will  preju- 
dice you  or  influence  you  in  any  way  in  your 

3198  consideration  of  the  evidence  and  your  determin- 
ation as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  defend- 
ants?   A.  I  cannot  say  that  it  has. 

Q.  Has  it  to  a  slight  degree  or  a  great  degree 
or  has  it  to  any  degree?  A.  I  cannot  say  that 
it  has,  no. 

Q.  You  have  no  definite  impression  one  way  or 
the  other?    A.  No. 

Q.  Well,  assume  you  were  chosen  as  a  juror 
in  this  case,  could  you  assure  me  that  when  you 
come  to  deliberate  on  the  evidence  and  to  determ- 
ine as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  these  defend- 
ants, you  won't  permit  sympathy  or  sentimental 
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feeling  for  either  of  the  defendants  or  any 
member  of  their  family  to  enter  your  conscience? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  could  absolutely  and  definitely  elimi- 
nate it,  and  if  you  are  chosen  as  a  juror  you  will? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  the  defendant  Snyder  is  a  woman.  If 
your  verdict  will  be  guilty  of  murder  in  the  first 
degree  the  death  penalty  will  follow.  Will  the 
fact  that  she  is  a  woman  influence  you  or  affect 
you  in  arriving  at  your  verdict?    A.  No.  3200 

Q.  In  other  words  you  feel  that  a  woman  is  the 
same  as  a  man  before  a  bar  of  justice?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Entitled  to  no  different  treatment,  or  any 
more  or  any  less  consideration?     A.  No. 

Q.  Treated  the  same  as  a  man?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now  with  reference  to  the  law  of  the  case, 
his  Honor  will  give  it  to  you?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  assure  me  that  you  will  take  the  in- 
structions from  the  Court  on  all  questions  of 
law  absolutely  and  definitely?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  will  set  aside  any  preconceived  opinion     ^" 
you  may  have  had  as  to  the  law  and  take  his 
Honor's?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  be  guided  and  abide  by  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Neville,  if  after  you  have  heard 
the  evidence  and  you  have  heard  his  Honor's 
charge  and  you  deliberate  and  you  honestly  de- 
termine from  the  evidence  and  his  Honor's 
charge — 

Mr.  Wallace:  Peremptorily  challenged 
for  the  defendant  Snyder,  your  Honor,  to 
save  time. 
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(Mr.  Blum  was  examined  as  follows) 


By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Blum.    Mr.  Charles  Blum?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  address  is  given  as  3016  38th  Avenue, 
Long  Island  City?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Your  jccupation  that  of  sheet  metal  worker? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  at  that  address, 
Mr.  Blum?    A.  About  a  year  and  three  months. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  the  County  of 
Quens?     A.  All  my — well,  forty  years. 

Q.  How  old  are  you,  Mr.  Blum?    A.  41. 

Q.  Are  you  married?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?    A.  Two. 

Q.  How  old  are  they,  Mr.  Blum?  A.  A  boy 
17  and  a  girl  18. 

Q.  Are  you  in  business  for  yourself?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  By  whom   are  you   employed?     A.  I   only 
started  to  work  Monday,   so  I  don't  know  the 
name. 
3204        Q.  You    only    started   to   work   Monday?     A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  present  employer  is  whom?  A.  I 
I  can't  see  that,  so  good  (handing  card  to  coun- 
sel.) 

Q.  M.  Himmelman  of  Casonova  Street,  Bronx? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  whom  were  you  employed  prior  to  that? 
A.  Standard  Signs. 

Q.  What  is  that,  a  billposting  concern?  A. 
No,  they  are  over  here  in  59th  Street  right  off 
First  Avenue. 
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Q.  What  is  it,  a  stamping  concern?  A.  No, 
they  make  these  signs  for  commercial  ads. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  work  for  them?  A.  Two 
years. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  serve  as  a  juror  in  a  crim- 
inal case?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Never?    A.  Never. 

Q.  Never  served  as  a  juror  at  all?  A.  Never 
served  as  a  juror  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  read  the  papers  in  connection 
with  this  case?    A.  Not  at  all.  320G 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  papers  in  connection  with 
this  case?  A.  Never  bothered  reading  it.  Fur- 
thermore I  couldn't  read  it  anyway. 

Q.  Why?  A.  Well,  I  have  not  had  education 
enough  to  read. 

Q.  You  have  not  had  what?  A.  I  have  not  had 
education  enough  to  read.  I  left  school  when  I 
was  ten  years  old. 

Q.  You  do  not  read?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  read?     A.  No  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     Challenged  for  cause.     3207 
The   Court:     Challenge   sustained. 
(Twelve  talesmen  called  and  sworn.) 
The  Court:     The  District  Attorney  may 
open.     I  will  interrupt  you,  Mr.  District 
Attorney,  after  you  have  given  your  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  Conroy:  As  you  have  probably 
heard  before  today,  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
County  of  Queens  hase  indicted  these  two 
defendants,  Ruth  Snyder  and  Henry  Judd 
Gray  for  the  crime  of  murder  in  the  first 
degree,   charging  that   they   killed   Albert 
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Snyder,  the  husband  of  one  of  the  defend- 
ants. As  you  know,  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  New  York  prescribe  the  death  penalty 
for  a  conviction  of  murder  in  the  first 
degree. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen,  I  take  it  that 
you  have  heard  what  has  been  said  hereto- 
fore to  some  of  the  other  panels  which  have 
been  sworn,  and  I  can't  repeat  all  that  was 
then  said,  but  confine  myself  now  to  put- 
log ting  to  you  certain  questions.  Now,  if 
any  of  you  have  a  conscientious  opinion 
or  scruple  against  the  infliction  of  the 
death  penalty  upon  either  a  man  or  a 
woman  which  would  prevent  you  bringing 
in  a  verdict  of  guilty  when  the  punish- 
ment is  death,  please  hold  up  your  right 
hand. 

(Five  talesmen  raise  their  right  hands.) 

The  Court:  Now,  let  me  ask  you  col- 
lectively, this  scruple  that  you  say  you 
entertain,  is  it  one  of  long  standing?  And 
3210  is   it   supported  by  your   innermost   con- 

science! 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  It  is  not  just  an  expedient 
to  avoid  an  unpleasant  duty? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:     Is  that  correct? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  The  Court  accepts  that  as 
correct  and  excuses  you. 

The  Court:  Do  any  of  you  gentlemen 
who  remain  in  the  box  have  an  acquaint- 
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ance  with  any  of  the  lawyers  who  appear 
in  this  ease? 

A  Talesman:    I  have. 

The  Court:  With  whom  are  yon  ac- 
quainted? 

Talesman  No.  7:  I  have  relatives  who 
knew  Mrs.  Ruth  Snyder  very  well  and 
her  husband. 

Talesman  No.  11 :  I  have  quite  an  ac- 
quaintance with  Mr.  Daly  and  Mr.  New- 
combe  and  I  have  met  Mr.  Wallace.  3212 

(Talesmen  excused.) 

The  Court:  Are  any  of  you  gentlemen 
now  remaining  in  the  box  employed  by  any 
life  insurance  company? 

Talesman  No.  5:     I  am. 

The  Court:     What  company  is  it? 

Talesman  No.  5:     The  Travelers. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused,  sir. 

The  Court :  Are  any  of  you  who  remain 
in  the  box  acquainted  with  either  of  the 
defendants? 

(No  response.)  #3213 

The  Court:  Or  were  you  acquainted 
with  any  of  their  people? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court :  Are  any  of  you  who  remain 
in  the  box  so  constituted  in  your  family  or 
in  your  business  relationship  or  is  the  con- 
dition of  your  health  such  that  you  would 
be  preoccupied  or  distracted  from  giving 
to  this  case  your  full  and  undivided  atten- 
tion if  you  are  called  upon  to  serve  ns 
jurors.     If  so,  please  hold  up  your  hand. 

(No  response.) 
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The  Court:  Do  I  understand  that  phy- 
sically and  from  the  standpoint  of  business 
or  family  cares  you  are  not  in  difficulty  or 
trouble? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  Now,  let  me  ask  you  just 
this  question.  Have  any  of  you  formed 
and  now  do  any  of  you  hold  an  opinion  or 
impression  concerning  the  guilt  or  the 
innocence  of  these  defendants  or  either  of 
3215  them  which  you  believe  will  prevent  you 

from  bringing  in  an  impartial  verdict  on 
the  evidence  alone?  If  so,  please  hold  up 
your  right  hand. 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  Now,  the  Court  takes  it 
from  your  failure  to  respond  that  while 
doubtless  as  intelligent  men  you  have  read 
and  have  talked  and  have  heard,  that  at 
least  so  far  as  the  guilt  or  innocence  of 
these  defendants  are  concerned,  you  have 
no  preconceived  opinion,  but  you  present 
yourselves  now  for  examination  without 
prejudice  or  any  feeling  which  would  be 
harmful  to  them,  but  with  open  minds  pre- 
pared to  receive  the  evidence  and  act  upon 
that  and  that  alone  if  you  are  sworn  as 
jurors.      Is  that  the  case? 

(No  response.) 

The  Court:  The  District  Attorney  may 
proceed. 

(Examination  of  Mr.  Kruger  as  fol- 
lows) : 


3216 
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By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  Arthur  Kruger?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  2417  Myrtle  Avenue,  Ridgewood?  A.  No,  I 
live  at  853  Fresh  Pond  Road. 

Q.  853  Fresh  Pond  Road?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  that  in  Ridgewood,  Mr.  Kruger?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  your  business  is  what,  Mr.  Kruger?  A. 
Clerk. 

Q.  With  what  company?  A.  J.  C.  Penny 
Company.  32i8 

Q.  What  is  their  business?  A.  A  nation-wide 
institution. 

Q.  What  are  your  duties  with  that  company? 
A.  A  clerk. 

Q.  In  a  clerical  capacity?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  with  them,  Mr. 
Kruger?    A.  Six  months. 

Q.  And  before  that  by  whom  were  you  em- 
ployed?   A.  Claflin,  Incorporated. 

Q.  As  a  clerk  there?    A.  Eleven  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Queens  County, 
Mr.  Kruger?     A.  Twelve  years.  3219 

Q.  In  Ridgewood  all  that  time?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  married?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?    A.  Two. 

Q.  How  old  is  the  youngest?    A.  Nine. 

Q.  How  old  are  you,  Mr.  Kruger?     A.  Forty. 

Q.  Forty?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in  a  criminal 
case  as  a  witness  or  otherwise?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  testfied  in  a  criminal  case? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  in  this  case  one  of  the  defendants 
is  a  woman?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  believe  that  a  woman  should  be  held 
equally  responsible  as  a  woman  for  her  acts? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  you  apply  the  law  in  respect  to  mur- 
der any  differently  towards  a  woman  than  you 
would  towards  a  man?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  feel  that  in  your  deliberations  as  to 
the  guilt  or  innocence  of  these  defendants,  should 
you  be  chosen  as  a  juror,  that  you  can  entirely 
exclude  from  your  mind  the  sex  of  one  of  these 
329 1  defendants,  and  not  be  influenced  by  that  in  any 
way?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  feel  that  you  can  do  that?  A.  Cer- 
tainly. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  served  on  a  criminal  jury, 
Mr.  Kruger?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  on  a  civil  jury?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  his  Honor  will  give  you 
the  law  in  the  case?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand  that  you  must  accept  the 
law  that  his  Honor  charges  without  question  and 
apply  that  strictly  to  the  facts  in  the  case?  A. 
3222    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  put  out  of  your  mind  any  idea  of  the 
law  that  you  might  have,  if  it  is  contrary  to  his 
Honor's  charge?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  prepared  to  do  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  I  may  state  to  the  Court, 
in  order  to  save  time,  I  think  the  defendant 
Gray  will  challenge  this  talesman  peremp- 
torily. 

The  Court:    You  are  excused,  sir. 

(Talesman  Wicks  was  then  examined  as 
follows) : 
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By  Mr.  Conroy: 
Q.  Jacob  Wicks!    A.  Yes. 
Q.  You  are  a  farmer,  Mr.  Wicks?    A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  think  that  the  District 
Attorney  and  counsel  for  the  defence  con- 
sent to  excuse  this  talesman. 

The  Court:    You  are  excused,  sir. 

(Talesman  Larson  was  then  examined  as 
follows) :  3224 

By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  Hugo  Larson?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  live  at  10830  37th  Drive,  Corona?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  retired?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  your  business  before  you  retired? 
A.  Compositor,  printer. 

Q.  And  that  was  your  primary  occupation  most 
of  your  life?    A.  It  was,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  old  are  you,  Mr.  Simonson?  A.  67 
years.  3225 

Q.  67  years?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

(Excused  by  consent.) 
(Talesman    Seeley   was    then    examined 
as  follows) : 

By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  William  B.  Seeley?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  8884  138th  Street,  Jamaica?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Your  business  is  that  of  tester?  A.  New 
York  Telephone  Company. 

Q.  Does  that  take  you  out  around  the  City  or 
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are  you  in  one  place?  A.  Lower  Manhattan. 
140  West  Street. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  with  the  telephone 
company?     A.  About  twenty-five  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Jamaica?  A. 
About  seven  years. 

Q.  Are  you  married,  Mr.  Seeley?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Any  children?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  old  are  you,  may  I  ask?  A.  I  am  now 
forty- seven. 

3227  Q-  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in  a  criminal 
case,  Mr.  Seeley,  on  one  side  or  the  other?  A.  No. 

Q.  You  never  testified?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  one  of  the  defendants  in  this 
case  is  a  woman?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  that  fact  in  and  of  itself  have  any 
influence  on  you?     A.  Not  a  particle. 

Q.  In  your  deliberation  of  the  case?  A.  Not 
a  particle. 

Q.  You  feel  women  should  be  held  equally 
responsible  for  their  acts  as  men?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Have    you   ever    served   on    a   jury,    Mr. 

3228  Seeley?    A.  Only  in  civil  cases. 

Q.  You  know  then  that  his  Honor  charges  you 
on  the  law  in  the  case?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  prepared  to  accept  the  charsre  of 
law  that  his  Honor  will  give  in  this  case  if  you 
are  chosen? 

Mr.  Miller:  I  want  to  address  the  Court 
to  this  effect,  that  the  defendant  Gray 
peremptorily  challenges  this  juror. 

The  Court :     You  are  excused,  sir. 

(Twelve  talesmen  sworn.) 

Mr.    Conroy:      The   two    defendants    on 
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trial  here  are  charged  with  the  crime  of 
murder  in  the  first  degree.  The  grand 
jury  charges  that  on  the  20th  of  March, 
acting  in  concert,  they  killed  Albert  Snyder, 
the  husband  of  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder ; 
as  you  probably  know  from  wha't  you  have 
heard  here,  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New 
York  precribe  the  death  penalty  for  a  con- 
viction of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  as 
charged  in  this  case. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen,  I  take  it  that  3230 
you  have  already  heard  the  statement  that 
the  Court  has  had  occasion  to  make  to 
other  panels  of  jurors,  so  I  am  not  going 
to  repeat  it  now,  but  I-  am  going  to  ask 
you  a  few  questions  to  bring  out  certain 
facts,  to  the  end  that  the  Court  may  know 
whether  as  a  matter  of  fact  you  prefer  to 
be  excused  from  jury  duty.  If  any  of  you 
have  a  conscientious  objection  against  the 
infliction  of  the  death  penalty,  on  either  a 
man  or  a  woman,  which  would  prevent  you 
bringing  in  a  verdict  of  guilty  when  the  3231 
punishment  is  death,  please  hold  up  your 
right  hand. 

(Five  talesmen  raise  their  right  hands.) 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Is  this  an  opinion  which  flows  from  your 
innermost  conscious  self?     A.  Yes. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused.     All  of 
you  who  held  up  your  hands. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  gentlemen  remaining  in  the 


1078 
Selection  of  Jury 


3232 


box  acquainted  with  any  of  the  lawyers  in  the 
case  representing  the  People,  in  the  District  At- 
torney's Office,  or  the  defendants?  A.  (No 
answer.) 

Q.  Have  you  an  acquaintance  with  any  of  the 
lawyers?     A.  No. 

Q.  Or  are  you  acquainted  with  anyone  in  the 
District  Attorney's  office,  so  far  as  you  know? 
A.  (No  answer.) 

Q.  I  take  it  that  you  are  not?  A.  (No  answer.) 

3233  Q-  Are  any  °f  y°u  employed  by  a  Life  Insur- 
ance Company? 

The  Eighth  Talesman:    I  am. 
Q.  Which  company?    A.  Metropolitan. 
The  Court:     You  are  excused. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  acquainted  with  the  defend- 
ants, or  with  any  one  related  or  connected  with 
them?     A.  (No  answer.) 

3234  Q-  ^re  ar|y  °f  y°u  so  circumstanced  in  your 
business  or  family  relationship  that  you  would  be 
seriously  handicapped  or  distressed  or  inconven- 
ienced, were  you  called  upon  to  act  as  jurors  in 
this  case,  so  that  your  mind  would  be  distracted 
and  you  would  not  be  able  to  give  your  entire 
attention  to  this  case  and  bring  in  an  impartial 
verdict  on  the  evidence  alone?  If  so,  please  hold 
up  your  hands. 

(Two  talesmen  hold  up  their  hands.) 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Mr.  Juror  Number  6,  the  Court  does  not 
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mean  because  it  is  going  to  entail  sacrifice,  be- 
cause every  duty  which  is  worth  while  does 
entail  some  sacrifice.  The  Court  wants  to  know 
whatever  it  is  that  is  troubling  you  at  the  pres- 
ent time  or  which  caused  you  to  hold  up  your 
hand,  whether  that  is  of  such  a  serious  char- 
acter that  if  you  are  sworn  here  as  a  juror,  it 
would  occupy  your  mind?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  More  than  the  evidence,  or  sufficient  to 
influence  you  so  that  you  could  not  bring  in  an 
impartial  verdict?     A.  Yes,  sir.  3236 

Q.  That  is  your  situation?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Honestly  expressed?  A.  Honestly  express- 
ed. 

The  Court:     The  Court  accepts  it  and 
excuses  you. 

Q.  Now,  the  other  gentlemen  who  held  up  his 
hnnd — you  heard  the  question  I  just  asked  the 
talesman  who  has  left  the  box.  Are  you  in  the 
same  situation?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Would  you  be  so  distracted  by  whatever  it  ,0oy 
is  that  is  troubling  you  now  that  your  attention 
would  be  divided  and  you  could  not  give  to  the 
evidence  that  application  of  your  mind  and 
thought  and  heart  and  conscience  which  would 
enable  you  to  bring  in  an  impartial  verdict  here. 
Is  that  your  situation?    A.  It  is,  your  Honor. 

Q.  So  that  you  feel  you  could  not  serve  here 
and  give  to  this  case  your — the  consideration 
which  it  deserves?  A.  Well,  I  would  have  to  be 
back  to  my  business  about  the  27th  of  next  month 
— of  this  month,  sure,  and  I  feel  that  perhaps 
if  I  am  chosen  as  a  juror  it  would  last  much 
longer. 
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Q.  You  say  you  would  have  to  be.  But,  of 
course,  you  would  not  be  if  the  Court  takes  you 
as  a  juror.  Your  duty  here  would  come  first. 
Is  it  just  a  matter  of  preference  with  you  or  is 
it  a  vital  thing  to  you?  A.  The  end  of  the 
month  is  approaching  and  there  is  lots  of  things 
there  that  I  have  to  take  care  of. 

Q.  Everyone  of  us  have  duties  which  we  have 
to  perform,  but  what  we  want  to  know  is,  what- 
ever it  is  that  is  bothering  you  now,  to  seek  to 
3239  be  excused,  whether  it  is  such  a  thing  that  you 
could  not  apply  your  mind  to  the  evidence  in  this 
case,  and  bring  in  an  impartial  verdict?  A.  I 
think  I  might  be  thinking  more  of  my  place  of 
business  than  I  would  be  doing  here. 

Q.  You  appreciate  that  that  would  be  a  very 
wrong  thing  in  a  serious  case  like  this?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  feel  notwithstanding  that,  that 
you  would  be  in  that  position,  that  your  mind 
would  go  to  your  own  affairs  rather  than  to 
this,  is  that  right?     A.  Well,  under  the  circum- 


stances, yes. 

The  Court:    Very  well,  you  are  excused. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Now,  you  gentlemen  who  remain,  have  any 
of  you  formed  and  do  you  now  hold  an  opinion 
or  impression  concerning  the  guilt  or  innocence 
of  these  defendants  or  either  of  them,  which  you 
believe  will  prevent  you  from  bringing  in  an 
impartial  verdict  on  the  evidence  alone?  A. 
(No  answer.) 

Q.  Of  course,  I  take  it  that  you  have  all  read 
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about  the  crime,  you  know  that  these  defendants 
are  accused,  and  you  know  that  the  law  requires 
that  they  shall  be  given  a  fair  trial.  Now,  I  take 
it  that  you  have  not  formed  an  opinion  from  what 
you  have  read  which  would  preclude  from — if 
you  are  accepted  as  jurors,  from  giving  your  full 
attention  to  the  evidence  and  then  bringing  in  an 
impartial  verdict  on  that  evidence  and  that  evi- 
dence alone?    A.  (No  answer.) 

Q.  Your  silence  will  be  deemed  your  assent. 
A.  (No  answer.)  324'> 

The  Court:  The  District  Attorney  may 
proceed. 

(Talesman  Schriner  was  then  examined 
as  follows) : 

By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  You  are  Mr.  Charles  M.  Schriner?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Tenth  Avenue  and  Victory  Place,  College 
Point?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.    Schriner,    your    business    is    that    of     3243 
electrician?    A.  It  was. 

Q.  What  is  it  now?    A.  Eigging. 

Q.  What?    A.  City  work  and  so  on. 

Q.  I  did  not  get  that?     A.  City  work. 

Q.  Employed  in  the  City?  A.  No,  throughout 
the  country  in  public  schools. 

Q.  And  your  work  takes  you  all  over  the 
country?  A.  Yes,  quite  a  distance  through  the 
country. 

Q.  Well,  through  the  United  States?  A.  Well, 
southeast  of  the  United  States. 
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Q.  So  that  you  are  travelling  most  of  the  time? 
A.  Most  of  the  time. 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  lived  in  College 
Point,  Mr.  Schriner?     A.  Eight  years. 

Q.  And  before  that  where  did  you  live?  A. 
Woodside. 

Q.  By  whom  are  you  employed  now,  what  is 
the  name?    A.  Lee  Lash  Studios. 

Q.  Are  you  married?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Any  children?     A.  Three  boys. 

3245  Q*  H°w  °ld  is  the  youngest?     A.  Fourteen. 
Q.  How  old  are  you?    A.  Forty-one. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  served  on  a  criminal  jury 
before?    A.  Never. 

Q.  Or  on  a  civil  jury?    A.  Civil  cases. 

Q.  You  understand,  then,  about  the  charge  of 
law?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  At  the  close  of  the  case?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand  you  are  bound  to  accept 
his  Honor's  charge  without  question?  A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  put  out  of  mind  any  ideas  that  you 
may  have  as  to  the  law,  if  they  should  be  con- 

3246  trary  to  his  Honors'  charge?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  understand  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  can  and  will  do  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  One  of  the  defendants  in  this  case  is  a 
woman.  Will  that  fact,  the  fact  of  sex,  influence 
you  at  all  in  your  deliberations  in  this  case?  A. 
It  won't. 

Q.  Or  in  the  rendition  of  your  verdict?    A.  No. 

Q.  Do   you   believe   a   woman   should   be   heldv 
equally  responsible  as  a  man  for  their  acts?    A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  do  you  believe  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
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New  York  regarding  criminals  should  be  applied 
the  same  to  women  as  to  men?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in  a  criminal 
case  on  one  side  or  the  other?    A.  Never. 

Q.  You  understand  that  the  question  of  pun- 
ishment is  a  matter  of  law  for  the  Court?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  That  you  as  a  juror  examine  and  seek  out 
the  truth  of  all  the  evidence  that  is  submitted  to 
you  during  the  trial?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  by  your  verdict   state  what  you     3248 
believe  to  be  the  truth?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  are  not  responsible  for  what  might 
follow  a  verdict  of  guilty  if  you  should  find  such 
a  verdict.  You  understand  that?  A.  I  under- 
stand that. 

Q.  And  during  your  deliberations  and  your 
examination  into  the  evidence  to  determine  the 
truth,  can  you  put  out  of  mind  completely  any 
question  of  punishment?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  do  that?    A.  I  think  I  can. 

Q.  You  hesitated  a  little  about  that.  Do  you 
think  you  can  do  that?     A.  Yes,  sir.  3249 

Q.  If  the  Court  instructed  you  that  punishment 
is  no  concern  of  yours,  that  the  Court  take  over 
the  duty  of  punishment,  you  are  not  concerned 
with  punishment,  and  you  do  not  determine  it, 
you  simply  state  whether  or  not  the  defendants 
are  guilty  or  innocent  of  the  crime  charged.  Do 
you  understand  that?    A.  I  understand  that. 

Q.  And  do  you  feel  now  that  you  could  put  that 
out  of  your  mind  if  the  Court  so  instructs  you? 
A.  I  can. 

Q.  Is  there  in  the  back  of  your  mind  an  idea 
that  in  vour  deliberations  vou  mi^ht  be  consider- 
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ing  what  might  follow  your  verdict1?  A.  Nat- 
urally you  would  know. 

Q.  But  would  you  have  that  in  mind  during 
your  deliberations,  or  could  you  put  that  com- 
pletely out  of  your  mind,  because  it  is  no  part 
in  your  deliberations,  and  determine  the  facts, 
independent  of  what  might  follow  your  verdict? 
A.  I  believe  I  can. 

Q.  What?     A.  I  can. 

Q.  You  can  do  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

3251  Q*  ^n^  ^1  y°u  ^°  that?  A.  The  best  I  can 
say  is  that  I  will  try. 

Q.  Now,  you  must  be  sure,  Mr.  Schriner,  be- 
cause now  is  the  only  time  we  have  to  ask  you 
these  questions,  and  if  you  feel  there  is  any 
doubt  at  all  in  your  mind  about  it,  won't  you 
please  say  so  honestly  now.  Do  you  think  there 
is  some  doubt  about  that?  A.  I  think  there  is 
some  doubt. 

Q.  And  you  think  in  your  deliberations  you 
might  be  influenced  by  that  question  of  punish- 
ment, knowing  as  you  know  now  that  the  penalty 

3252  for  murder  in  the  first  degree  is  the  death  pen- 
alty, you  think  that  would  be  constantly  in  your 
mind  during  your  deliberations?  A.  I  think  it 
would. 

Q.  And  that  you  could  not  put  that  out  of 
your  mind  and  you  mi^ht  be  influenced  by  it.  You 
feel  that  way  honestly?  A.  I  honestly  feel  that 
way. 

Q.  You  honestly  feel  that  way  about  it?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  that  would  influence  your  verdict  if  you 
had  that  in  your  mind?  A.  It  would  not,  but  it 
may. 
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Q.  It  should  not,  but  it  may?    A.  Yes. 
Q.  You  feel  there  is  a  possibility  of  that?    A. 
Yes,  sir;  there  is  a  possibility. 

Mr.  Conroy:  I  submit  the  challenge, 
your  Honor.  He  says  he  could  not  put 
the  question  of  punishment  out  of  his  mind. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  you  would  be  controlled 
by  this  feeling  that  you  have  expressed,  that  you     3254 
would  be  controlled  by  it?     A.  Not  necessarily, 
your  Honor,  but  the  fact  remains,  the  knowledge 
remains. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  it  would  be  liable  to 
influence  you  to  such  an  extent  that  you  would  not 
be  able  to  render  an  impartial  verdict  on  the 
evidence  because  your  heart  would  be  influenced 
by  what  you  have  expressed?  A.  That  is  a 
rather  serious  question.     There  is  a  doubt. 

Q.  It  is,  and  no  one  can  answer  it  but  you.  I 
cannot  answer  it  for  you.  You  understand  that 
you  will  take  this  oath  and  then  you  undertake 
to  perform  a  very  very  solemn  duty,  solemn  to 
the  People  of  the  State,  the  Government,  solemn 
so  far  as  these  defendants  are  concerned,  and 
that  your  innermost  conscience  which  is  now 
being  searched,  and  you  have  got  to  give  express- 
ion as  to  what  it  tells  you.  That  is  the  only 
way  we  can  tell  what  is  the  condition.  If  you 
think  you  are  going  to  be  influenced  by  this  senti- 
ment, say  so,  and  I  will  let  you  go.  If  you  are 
not  going  to  be  influenced,  say  that  and  again  ^e 
can  act.     Your  heart  has  got  to  tell  your  mind. 


3255 
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What  is  your  feeling?  A.  I  am  a  bit  doubtful, 
your  Honor. 

Q.  What!  A.  I  am  a  bit  doubtful  on  that 
question. 

Q.  You  are  so  doubtful  that  you  don't  know? 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  sustain  the 
challenge. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  will  challenge  him, 
3057  your  Honor. 

The  Court:    The  juror  is  excused. 

(Talesman  Osborne  was  then  examined 
as  follows) : 

By  Mr.  Conroy: 

Q.  Mr.  Osborne,  you  heard  the  questions  asked 
of  the  previous  gentlemen  who  were  just  exam- 
ined?   A.  I  have. 

Q.  And  do  you  understand  from  what  you 
have  heard  here  in  Court  here  today  the  nature 
of  your  duties  as  a  juror?  A.  I  do. 
3258  Q.  You  understand,  sir,  that  punishment  is  a 
matter  of  law  for  the  Court  and  no  concern  of 
the  jury?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  in  your  deliberations,  if  you  should  be 
chosen  as  a  juror,  in  your  deliberations  to  seek 
out  the  truth  or  the  falsity  of  the  evidence,  ad- 
duced at  this  trial,  could  you  put  out  of  mind  the 
question  of  punishment  and  the  question  of  what, 
might  follow  a  verdict  of  guilty,  if  you  so  find? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  would  not  be  influenced  by  that  at 
all?    A.  No,  sir. 


1087 
Selection  of  Jury 


3259 


Q.  Realizing  as  you  say  you  do  that  it  is  no 
part  of  your  duty?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  can  you  assure  us  that  you  would  not 
even  discuss  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  would  not   permit    any   of   your 
fellow  jurors  to  discuss  it  with  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  are   a   manager,   Mr.   Osborne?     A.  I 
am. 

Q.  With  what  company?     A.  A  subsidiary  of 
the  Standard  Oil. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been   with   that   com-     326O 
pany?     A.  About  three  years. 

Q.  How  old  are  you?    A.  Thirty-one. 

Q.  Are  you  married?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Any  children?     A.  One. 

Q.  How  old  is  your  child  ?    A.  Two  weeks. 

Q.  Three?     A.  Two  weeks. 

Mr.  Millard :    The  defendant  Gray  chall- 
enges this  juror. 

The  Court:     Excused. 

(Twelve   talesmen   sworn.) 

Mr.  Froessel :  The  Court  will  address  a  32C1 
few  questions  to  you  in  just  a  moment, 
and  before  it  does,  there  is  just  one  thing 
that  I  need  say  to  you,  and  that  is  this, 
you  have  probably  heard  it  a  number  of 
times  today,  that  the  two  defendants  on 
trial  here,  Ruth  Snyder  and  Henrv  Judd 
Gray  are  accused  by  our  Grand  Jury  of 
this  County  with  thf*  crime  of  murder  in 
the  first  degree  for  killinar  the  husband  of 
one  of  the  defendants,  Ruth  Snyder,  and  as 
you  probably  know,  under  the  laws  of  our 
State  the  penalty  for  such  an  offense,  mur- 
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der  in  the  first  degree,  carries  a  penalty 
of  death. 

The  Court:  Now  gentlemen,  if  any  of 
you  have  a  conscientious  opinion  against 
the  infliction  of  the  death  penalty  upon 
either  a  man  or  a  woman  which  would 
prevent  you  bringing  in  a  verdict  of 
guilty  when  the  punishment  is  death,  please 
hold  up  your  right  hand. 

(Five  talesmen  hold  up  their  hands.) 

3263  Mr.  Hazleton:  To  facilitate  matters, 
could  we  not  all  consent  that  they  be  ex- 
cused, and  save  you  questioning  them? 

The  Court:  Yes,  you  are  excused,  gen- 
tlemen. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  who  remain  in  the  box  em- 
ployed by  a  life  insurance  company?  A.  (No 
answer.) 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  acquainted  with  any  of  the 
attorneys,  representing  either  of  the  defendants 

3264  or  the  People,  the  District  Attorney  or  any  of 
his  staff? 

The  Third  Talesman:     I  am. 

Q.  "What  is  your  acquaintance?  A.  Mr.  New- 
combe. 

The  Court :    You  are  excused. 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  acquainted  with  either  of 
the  defendants  or  with  any  of  their  families? 

The  First  Talesman:     I  am  acquainted 
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with  the  cousin  of  Albert  Snyder,  the  mur- 
dered man. 

(The  talesman  is  excused.) 

Q.  Are  any  of  you  gentlemen  who  remain  in 
the  box  so  situated  in  your  family  or  in  your 
business  relationship,  or  is  your  work  in  a  con- 
dition that  if  you  are  called  upon  to  act  as  jurors 
in  this  case,  your  minds  would  be  distracted  by 
your  personal  problems  to  the  detriment  of  your 
full  attention  being  given  to  this  case?     A.  Yes.     3266 

Q.  What  is  your  trouble?  A.  Illness  at  home, 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  feel  that  this  illness  of  yours — 
is  it  at  home  or  yourself?    A.  At  home. 

Q.  And  is  it  of  such  a  serious  nature  that  your 
mind  would  be  on  that?  A.  Well,  it  depends.  It 
appears  to  be  serious  just  now.  I  don't  know 
what  the  outcome  of  it  will  be. 

Q.  Well,  now,  this  is  not  just  an  excuse,  I  take 
it?    A.  No,  it  is  not  an  excuse. 

Q.  How  about  you,  sir?  3267 

The  Sixth  Talesman:  The  entire  man- 
agement of  my  business  is  under  my  care. 
I  lost  an  associate  about  a  year  ago  and 
no  one  has  taken  his  place. 

Q.  Would  your  business  be  so  on  your  mind 
and  its  problem  that  your  attention  would  be  di- 
verted from  this  case  so  that  you  could  not  give 
it  the  attention  which  is  its  due,  is  that  your 
belief?     A.  Yes;  I  believe  so. 

The  Court:     You  are  both  excused. 
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Q.  Now,  gentlemen,  does  any  of  you  who  re- 
main in  the  box  have  any  of  you  formed  and  do 
you  now  hold  an  opinion  or  impression  concern- 
ing the  guilt  or  innocence  of  these  defendants,  or 
either  of  them  which  you  believe  will  prevent  you 
bringing  in  an  impartial  verdict  on  the  evidence 
alone? 

(Two  talesmen  raise  their  hands.) 

Q.  This  opinion  you  have,  I  take  it,  what  has 
it  been  derived  from,  you  have  no  personal  knowl- 
edge of  this  case,  have  you? 

The  Third  Talesman:    Heading. 

Q.  All  the  knowledge  you  have  is  what  you  have 
gotten  from  reading?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  of  course  you  know  what  you  read  was 
in  story  form,  and  it  was  not  sworn  evidence; 
you  know  that?    A.  Well,  it  was  pretty  straight. 

Q.  What?  A.  Well,  it  is  pretty  straight,  what 
3070     I  have  read. 

Q.  You  feel  then,  do  you,  that  the  opinion  that 
you  have  presently  formed  is  of  such  a  deep 
rooted  nature  that  it  would  bias  your  mind  to 
the  exclusion  of  the  sworn  testimony,  is  that  it? 
A.  It   would. 

The  Court:     Excused. 
Q.  You  feel  the  same  way?     A.  Yes. 

The  Court:    You  are  excused  also. 
(Talesman    McCabe    was    examined    as 
follows:) 
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By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Mr.  McCabe,  do  you  know  any  of  the  per- 
sons whose  names  I  now  mention:  The  two  de- 
fendants, Ruth  Snyder,  Henry  Judd  Gray,  coun- 
sel for  the  defendant,  Mr.  Wallace,  Mr.  Hazle- 
ton,  Mr.  Millard  or  Mr.  Miller,  Mr.  Joseph  E. 
Brown,  the  District  Attorney  Mr.  Newcomb, 
Mr.  Daly,  Mr.  Conroy  or,  Froessel  is  my  name? 
A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anybody  connected  with 
this  case  as  far  as  you  are  aware!    A.  No,  sir.       3272 

Q.  Nor  a  Mr.  Mehrtens,  or  a  Mr.  Bambara? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in  the  out- 
come of  a  criminal  case  in  any  way  which  you 
were   personally   interested   in?     A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  Your  age  is  what,  please?     A.  Thirty-six. 

Q.  Are  you  married?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  any  children?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  What  children,  may  I  ask?    A.  I  have  four. 

Q.  Four  children?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  You  are  living  in  Queens  County  how  long?     3273 
A.  Thirty-six  years. 

Q.  Practically  all  your  life?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  employed  by  whom?  A.  Borough 
Trades  School  as  an  electrical  instructor. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with 
them?     A.  Eight  years. 

Q.  Before  that  were  you  doing  electrical  work 
in  a  practical  sense?  A.  No,  before  that  I  was 
a  bricklayer. 

Q.  And  you  have  been  doing  that  work  con- 
tinuously now  for  eight  years?     A.  Eight  years. 
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Q.  Teaching  electrical  installation  in  a  trades 
school?    A.  Teaching  it  to  boys,  yes. 

Q.  Now,  you  know  what  this  case  is  about  by 
this  time?     A.  Yes,  sir;  from  the  papers. 

Q.  I  mean  you  know  that  it  is  a  first  degree 
murder  case?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is,  that  the  defendants  have  been  in- 
dicted for  that  crime?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  have  you  sat  as  a  juror  before?     A. 
Yes,  sir. 
3275        Q-  And  in  a  civil  or  criminal  case?    A.  Both. 

Q.  You  are  familiar  then  with  the  methods  of 
procedure  in  Cours  of  justice?     A.  Partly. 

Q.  You  know  that  your  job  as  a  juror  is  to 
find  out  what  is  the  truth,  from  all  the  evidence? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  that  sympathy  is  not  a  part 
of  the  evidence?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  if  you  have  read  anything  or  heard 

anything    about    this    case,    has    any    sympathy 

come   into   your  mind   either   on   behalf   of   the 

defendants  or   any  of  their  relatives   or   others 

8276    that  would  influence  your  verdict?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  None  whatever,   you   say?     A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  You  also  understand  from  your  experience 
that  when  all  the  evidence  is  in  the  case  the 
Court  will  instruct  you  as  to  the  law?  You  real- 
ize that?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  follow  the  Court's  instruction? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  that  you  are  bound  to  take  the 
law  of  the  case,  as  we  all  are,  from  the  Court? 
A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Now,  one  of  the  defendants  in  the  case  is 
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a  woman.    Is  that  going  to  make  any  difference 
in  your  verdict  ?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  just  —  are  you  going  to  show  any 
favors  or  partialities  to  that  defendant  by  vir- 
tue of  her  sex?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  believe  a  woman  is  equally  responsible 
as  a  man  under  the  laws,  for  murder?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  If  the  Court,  as  it  probably  will,  charges 
you  in  its  instructions,  as  to  the  various  degrees 
of  homicide,  namely,  murder  in  the  first,  and  the  **~78 
lesser  degrees,  you  are  not  going,  if  you  are 
saisfied  that  first  degree  murder  is  warranted, 
to  reduce  it  any,  because  one  of  the  defendants 
is  a  woman,  are  you?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  because  it  is  more  convenient  for  you 
to  do  so?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  because  you  want  to  speed  things  up 
in  the  jury  room,  or  because  it  is  a  pleasanter 
duty  than  to  bring  in  a  verdict  merited  by  the 
evidence?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  are  going  to  bring  in,     327A 
if  you   are  satisfied  that  it  is  merited,   a  first 
degree  murder  verdict,  are  you  not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  are  going  to  have  the  courage  to 
do  so?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  nothing  else  except  evidence  will  make 
you  change  your  verdict?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  reason  that  you  know  of  that 
I  have  not  referred  to,  that  you  cannot  deter- 
mine the  issues  in  this  case  fairly  and  impar- 
tially towards  the  People  and  towards  the  de~ 
fendants?     A.  No,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  And  if  accepted  as  a  juror  in  this  case  will 
you  have  the  courage  and  moral  stamina  and 
manhood  to  bring  in  a  verdict  of  acquittal  if, 
after  being  instructed  by  his  Honor  as  to  what 
constitutes  a  reasonable  doubt  you  have  an  hon- 
est reasonable  doubt?    A.  I  will. 

Q.  You  will  do  that?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  after  being  instructed  by  his  Honor 
as  to  what  constitutes  a  reasonable  doubt,  you 
32S1  have  that  reasonable  doubt  as  to  the  degree  of 
guilt  of  either  of  the  defendants,  or  both  of 
them,  you  will  give  the  defendants  the  benefit 
of  that  doubt?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  And  you  will  have  the  courage  and  man- 
hood and  stamina  to  do  it,  won't  you?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Regardless  of  what  your  fellow  jurors  say, 
or  anybody  else  on  earth?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  type  of  man  you  are,  are  you 
not?     You  believe  yourself  to  be?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  you  believe  yourself  to  be  thoroughly 
3282    honest,  do  you  not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  have  some  pride  in  your  own  moral 
standard  and  in  your  family,  have  you  not?  A. 
I  have. 

Q.  And  you  could  not  conceive  of  taking  an 
oath  in  this  case  as  a  juror  and  having  in  your 
mind  there  any  reserve  or  any  latent  or  any 
vague  or  hazy  prejudice  against  either  of  these 
defendants  in  any  regard  whatever?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  will  approach  your  duties,  upon  which 
the  State  depends  upon  you  as  a  citizen,  an 
American    citizen,    depending    upon    you    to    do 
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By  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Elmhurst,  M^\ 
McCabe?  A.  Well,  at  the  present  address,  six 
years. 

Q.  You  know  nobody  attached  to  the  District 
Attorney's  office?  A.  Not  directly,  through 
hearing  their  names  in  the  papers. 

Q.  I  mean  you  have  never  met  any  of  them 
personally?    A.  No. 

Q.  Or  any  of  the  lawyers  in  this  case?  A.  No, 
sir. 


3283 


your  full  conscientious  duty  by  the  State,  and 
by  each  one  of  these  defendants?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  will  perform  that  duty  without 
the  effect  of  any  influence  or  consideration  of  any 
kind  on  earth,  will  you  not?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  assume  your  duties  as  a 
juror  you  will  conscientiously  listen  and  pay 
attention  to  every  witness  who  takes  the  stand 
and  conscientiously  consider  the  evidence  in  full 
and  only  the  evidence  and  then  conscientiously, 
before  your  God  and  before  your  conscience,  3284 
make  up  your  mind  as  to  what  you  ought  to  do? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  The  right  course?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  conscientiously  determ- 
ine that  course  of  action  you  will  steadfastly 
standby  and  tenaciously  hold  to  that  course  un- 
til your  conscience  states  that  you  are  doing 
wrong  in  so  acting?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  while  your  conscience  tells  you  that 
you  are  doing  right,  you  will  stand  there  stead- 
fastly and  courageously?     A.  Yes,  sir. 


3285 
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Q.  Have  you  ever  spoken  about  the  case?  A. 
Well,  yes,  general  conversation  in  the  house. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  an  opinion?  A.  Not  any 
set  opinion  no. 

Q.  You  know  you  should  not  have  an  opinion? 
You  know   that?     A.  I  understand   that. 

Q.  If  you  sit  as  a  juror?  A.  I  understand 
that. 

Q.  Do  you  feel  you  could  follow  the  Court's 
instructions  to  the  effect  that  the  defendant  is 
32S7     Proved  to  be  innocent  until  proven   guilty  be- 
yond a  reasonable  doubt?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  sat  as  a  juror  on  both  civil  and 
criminal  cases?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  feel  then  that  you  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  following  the  instructions  upon  the 
law  in  this  case,  that  will  be  given  to  you  by  the 
Court,  do  you?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  me  speak  to  the  other 
jurors  about  the  provision  of  law  which  pro- 
vides that  a  defendant  need  not  take  the  stand 
in  his  own  behalf?  A.  Yes,  I  did. 
3288  Q.  You  feel  that  you  understand  that?  A. 
Yes,  I  do. 

Q.  Have  you  any  dispute  or  quarrel  with  that 
rule  or  law?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  have  a  reasonable  doubt  about  any 
matter  in  this  case  you  understand  it  to  be  your 
duty  to  resolve  it  in  favor  of  the  defendants,  do 
you   not?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Now,   you  said  in   answer  to   the   District'- 
Attorney's  question  that  if  you  were  convinced 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  that  the  defendants 
were  guilty  of  the  crime  charged,  you  would  be 
sufficiently    courageous    to    assert    yourself    and 
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bring  in  your  verdict  accordingly?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  you  have  a  reasonable  doubt  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  defendants  should  be  found 
guilty  of  the  crime  charged,  you  are  going  to 
give  her  the  benefit  of  that  doubt,  following  the 
Court's  instructions,  and  acquit  her,  are  you 
not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  I  will  ask  you  this,  if,  after  you 
have  retired  to  your  jury  room  you  have  a  reas- 
onable —  you  find  out  after  discussion  and  con- 
sideration that  you  have  a  reasonable  doubt  as  3090 
to  what  degree  of  homicide,  if  any,  the  defend- 
ant should  be  found  guilty  of,  and  a  majority  of 
the  jury  differ  from  you,  are  you  going  to 
change  your  opinion  merely  because  a  majority 
of  the  jury  might  differ  from  you?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  believe  you  understand  my  question?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  old  are  you,  Mr.  McCabe?    A.  Thirty- 


Mr.     Hazleton:       Challenge    for     cause 
withdrawn  at  this  time,  if  it  please  the     3291 
Court. 

The  Court:    Are  there  any  further  ques- 
tions? 

Mr.     Froessel:       Satisfactory     to     the 
People. 

Mr.  Millard:    Satisfactory  to  the  defend- 
ant Gray. 

Mr.    Hazleton:      Satisfactory. 

(Sworn  as  a  juror  in  place  of  Mr.  Ar- 
nold,  Juror   Number  3.) 

After  the  examination  of  394  talesmen, 
over  a  period  of  five  days,   to  wit  from 
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Monday,  April  18th  to  Friday  April  22, 
1927,  inclusive,  during  which  the  People 
exercised  17  peremptorily  challenges;  the 
defendant  Kith  Snyder  exercised  20  per- 
emptory challenges;  and  the  defendant 
Henry  Judd  Gray  exercised  20  peremp- 
tory challenges;  337  talesmen  were  ex- 
cused by  the  Court  by  consent,  the  follow- 
ing jury  was  duly  empaneled  and  sworn: 

1  William  E.  Young,  122  Hampton  St.,  Elm- 
hurst. 

2  Charles  Meissner,  Grant  PL,  Springfield. 

3  Philip  McCabe,  81  Nineteenth  St.,  Elmhurst. 

4  Alfred   R.    Kraemer,    563-7th   Ave.,   College 

Point. 

5  Herman    Ballweg,-  175-60    Henley    Rd.,    Ja- 

maica. 

6  John   Schneider,   32-42   Twelfth  Ave.,   L.   I. 

City. 

7  John  F.  Connolly,  385  Jackson  Ave.,  L.  I. 

City. 
3294      8    Louis   Ruckdaschel,   311-14th   Ave.,   College 
Point. 
9    Everett    J.    VanVranken,    1833   Woodhaven 
Ave.,  Whaven. 

10  George   Ziegler,   4331-171st   St.,  Flushing. 

11  John  Vanderhyde,  2550  Baltic  St.,  Maspeth. 

12  Frederick  J.  Groh,  11398-93rd  Ave.  Richmond 

Hill. 


The  Court:  Gentlemen,  you  have  been 
sworn  in  now  as  jurors  to  try  this  issue. 
The   Court    admonishes   you   not    to    talk 
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about  this  case  among  yourselves  and  not 
to  suffer  anyone  to  talk  to  you  about  the 
case,  but  to  keep  your  minds  free  and 
open  until  you  have  heard  all  of  the  evi- 
dence and  the  Court  has  submitted  the 
case   to   you   for   your    decision. 

We  will  now  take  our  recess  and  you 
will  be  excused  in  a  moment. 

The  defendants  will  retire. 

(The  defendants  retire  from  the  court 
room.)  3096 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  stand  ad- 
journed until  Monday  morning  at  ten 
o'clock. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  The  selection  of  the 
jury  has  been  long  and  tedious,  and  Mr. 
"Wallace  and  myself  have  selected  many, 
and  we  wish  to  thank  you  for  your  ex- 
ceptionally painstaking  attitude  an:!  care- 
ful consideration  that  you  have  tendered 
to  all  of  us. 

The  Court:     You  gentlemen  are  exceed- 
ingly   kind.      If    a    Judge    could    not    be     3297 
patient,  he  surely  would  not  be  qualified 
to  sit  as  a  Judge. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  all  join  in  that,  your 
Honor. 

Mr.   Newcombe:     Yes,   your   Honor. 


(Court  adjourned  to  Monday,  April  25, 
1927,  at  ten  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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SUPREME  COURT, 

Queens  County. 


The  People  of  the  State  of 

New  York, 

against 
Ruth  Snyder  and 

Henry  Judd  Gray. 


Long  Island  City,  N.  Y.,  April  25,  1927. 

Before :     Mr.  Justice  Scudder. 

Appearances : 

Hon.  Richard  S.  Newcombe,  District  Attorney, 
for  the  People;  Charles  W.  Froessel,  Esq.; 
Peter  M.  Daly,  Esq.;  James  J.  Conroy,  Esq., 
Assistant  District  Attorneys. 

Messrs.  Hazleton  &  Wallace,  Attorneys  for  the 
defendant  Snyder;  Edgar  H.  Hazleton,  Esq. 
3300        and  Dana  Wallace,  Esq.,  of  counsel. 

Samuel  Miller,  Esq.,  and  William  J.  Millard, 
Esq.,  Attorneys  for  the  defendant  Gray. 


(Supplemental  examination  held  in  Mr. 
Justice  Scudder 's  Chambers,  of  indivi- 
dual jurors,  under  Section  371,  of  the 
Code  of  Criminal  Procedure.) 


Mr.  Hazleton:  It  is  hereby  stipulated 
and  agreed  by  and  between  the  District 
Attorney   of   Queens   County   and   the   at- 
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torneys  for  the  defendants  in  the  above 
entitled  proceeding,  that  the  examination 
about  to  be  held,  which  is  supplemental 
to  the  original  examination  made  as  to 
the  qualifications  of  a  juror  be  conducted 
outside  of  the  presence  of  the  defend- 
ants, and  both  of  them,  in  order  to  give 
the  Court  discretion  under  Section  371  of 
the  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  If  you  gentlemen  feel 
you  are  protected.  3302 

Mr.  Wallace:     We  do.    We  are. 

Mr.   Hazleton:     We   are,  yes. 

Mr.  Miller:     We  are. 

William  E.  Young,  Juror  No.  1,  called  by  the 
Court,  testifies  as  follows: 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  You  understand  you  have  already  been 
sworn,  Mr.  Young?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Young,  there  has  appeared  in  the 
Daily  News,  of  this  morning,  an  article  discuss- 
ing your  relationship  to  this  Snyder-Gray  case 
and  the  alleged  sayings  or  conduct  by  you.  Have 
you  seen  that  article?     A.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Q.  I  fancy  that  that  would  happen.  Under 
those  circumstances,  what  we  will  have  to  do  is 
to  read  the  article  into  the  record.  I  will  read 
the   article : 

"A  juror's  attendance  at  a  theatre, 
where  the  Snyder-Gray  case  was  at  least 
mentioned,  seems  likely  to  delay  the  mo- 
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mentous  trial  when  court  reopens  for  the 
hearing   of   testimony   this    morning. 

"Before  any  testimony  is  heard  today, 
Supreme  Court  Justice  Scudder,  Queens, 
said  yesterday  he  would  question  William 
E.  Young,  38,  press  agent,  who  is  the 
foreman  of  the  twelve  men  picked  to  de- 
cide whether  Henry  Judd  Gray  and  Mrs. 
Ruth  Brown  Snyder  shall  go  to  the  elec- 
tric chair  for  murder  of  the  woman's 
husband,  Albert. 

"Young,  his  wife,  and  two  women 
friends  were  guests  of  the  management  at 
the  44th  Street  theatre,  Manhattan,  Fri- 
day night  —  a  few  hours  after  Judge 
Scudder  had  sent  the  jurors  home  admon- 
ishing them  carefully  to  shield  themselves 
from  discussion  of  the  case. 

"While  it  was  denied  at  the  theatre 
yesterday  that  the  merits  of  the  state's 
case  against  Gray  and  Ruth  Snyder  had 
been  discussed  in  Young's  presence,  it 
was  admitted  that  the  facial  resemblance 
between  Mrs.  Snyder  and  Mrs.  Young  had 
been  remarked  in  the  hearing  of  the  jury 
foreman. 

"It  was  also  admitted  that  Mrs.  Young 
and  her  husband  had  been  asked  to  pose 
for  photographers.  Mrs.  Young  refused 
to  face  the  cameras,  after  her  husband 
had  accepted  for  both  of  them. 

"It  was  also  reported  yesterday  that 
Justice  Scudder  might  also  take  formal 
notice    of    a    remark    attributed    to    Mrs. 
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Charles  B.  Meissner,  wife   of  the   second 
juror  to  be  chosen  in  the  trial. 

"Told  by  reporters  that  her  husband 
had  been  chosen  as  a  juror,  Mrs.  Meissner 
expressed  strong  antipathy  to  Mrs.  Sny- 
der and  sympathy  for  her  dead  husband. 
Meissner  was  still  in  court. 

"When  Justice  Scudder  was  informed 
yesterday  that  Young  had  attended  a 
theatre  party  Friday  night  he  said: 

"  'I  am  glad  this  has  been  called  to  my     330^ 
attention   at   this   time   instead   of   a   few 
days   hence,   when   the   jury   would   have 
already     begun     hearing     testimony.       It 
would  be  too  late  then. 

"  'I  will  take  steps  immediately  to  pro- 
tect the  case.  I  deeply  appreciate  the  in- 
terest The  News  has  taken  in  this  matter.' 

"It  was  learned  last  night  that  detec- 
tives were  attempting  to  find  out  if  Young 
discussed  the  Snyder  murder  as  he  stood 
surrounded  by  friends  —  friends  who 
hailed  him  as  a  hero  because  of  his  selec-  3309 
tion  as  foreman  of  the  jury  —  in  the 
theatre  lobby. 

"Young  and  his  attractive  blonde  wife 
occupied  lower  box  A,  right,  to  see 
'Cherry  Blossoms.'  Two  other  women 
were  guests,  with  the  Youngs,  of  George 
Rosenbaum,  a  press  agent  for  the  theatre. 

"Rosenbaum  had  invited  the  Youngs 
after  his  brother  press  agent  woke  up 
to  find  himself  famous  as  the  foreman  of 
the  jury. 

"Neither  Rosenbaum  nor  Henrv  Soren- 
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son,  manager  of  the  44th  Street  theatre, 
would  admit  that  Foreman  Young  talked 
of  the  Snyder  murder  trial  or  Mrs.  Sny- 
der while  the  theatre  party  was  in  pro- 
gress. 

"But  Sorenson  did  admit  that  he  talked 
for  one  hour  to  Young  as  they  stood 
together  in  the  lobby  of  the  theatre.  Soren- 
son, however,  insisted  that  during  this 
hour's  conversation  the  Snyder  trial,  at 
3%]l  which  Young  had  spent  his  entire  day,  was 

never  mentioned. 

"Rosenbaum,  exploiting  the  press  pos- 
sibilities of  the  attendance  of  Young  at 
the  theatre,  informed  several  newspapers. 

' '  One  sent  a  photographer  to  the  theatre 
and  Young  was  asked  to  pose  with  his 
wife.  He  consented,  while  Rosenbaum  and 
the  photographer  discussed  together  the 
unusual  resemblance  of  Mrs.  Snyder  and 
Mrs.  Young. 

"But  when  Mrs.  Young  heard  of  the 
3312  facial    resemblance    of    herself    and    the 

accused  slayer,  she  vetoed  her  husband's 
acceptance  of  the  invitation  to  pose. 

"After  the  theatre  the  Youngs  left  im- 
mediately for  home,  according  to  attaches 
of  the  playhouse. 

"Detectives  working  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  court  must  find  out  before 
this  morning  whether  any  one  did  discuss 
the  Snyder  case  in  Young's  hearing.  If 
they  did,  it  is  highly  probable  the  press 
agent  will  be  dismissed  summarily  by  Jus- 
tice Scudder. 
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"The  justice  already  has  shown  himself 
ready  to  take  advantage  of  his  arbitrary 
power  to  dismiss  jurors  who  may  be  pre- 
judiced in  the  case.  He  can  do  this  at 
any  time  before  testimony  begins.  He 
may,  this  morning,  duplicate  his  action  of 
Friday  in  excusing  Harry  Arnold. 

"Arnold  was  dismissed  after  it  was 
shown  that  he  is  a  close  neighbor  of  mur- 
dered Albert  Snyder's  brother,  George. 

"There   has   been    other   evidence   that     3314 
Justice  Scudder's  instructions  to  the  jury- 
men have  been  violated,  at  least  in  spirit. 
Some  of  their  wives  have  flat-footedly  an- 
nounced 'what  they  would  do.' 

"Mrs.  Charles  B.  Meissner,  wife  of  the 
second  juror  to  be  selected  in  the  case, 
said  when  interviewed: 

"  'If  there  were  any  women  on  that 
jury,  I  know  what  Mrs.  Snyder  would  get. 

"  'From  all   I've  heard  Albert   Snyder 
was  one  of  the  few  good  husbands  left  in     3315 
the  world.    The  fact  that  Mrs.  Snyder  is 
a  woman  should  not  be  considered.' 

"If  Justice  Scudder  throws  Foreman 
Young  out  of  the  jury  box  after  investiga- 
ting the  theatre  party  story  this  morning, 
the  dreary  dirge  of  the  talesmen  will  be 
sung  in  court  once  more  until  another 
juror  is  picked. 

"This,  of  course,  would  delay  the  hear- 
ing of  testimony,  awaited  with  tense  ex- 
pectancy this  morning." 
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Q.  Mr.  Young,  we  all,  of  course,  appreciate 
fully  how  hungry  the  press  is  for  material  and 
how  much  is  invented.  Nevertheless,  to  protect 
the  interests  of  these  defendants,  it  seems  pro- 
per first  that  this  article  should  be  read  to  you. 
You  say  you  had  not  read  it,  and  it  was  in  har- 
mony with  the  Court's  instructions.  The  second 
thing  is  to  ask  you  to  just  tell  us  what  did  take 
place  from  the  time  you  conceived  the  idea  of 
going  to  the  theatre,  if  you  went,  up  to  the  time 

3317  y°n  went  home  so  far  as  it  depends  upon  this 
case,  so  that  these  gentlemen  who  represent  the 
three  interests  concerned  may  know  whether 
they  should  make  any  suggestion  to  the  Court. 
I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  you  tell  us  what  you 
can.  A.  Your  Honor,  in  the  first  place,  I  have 
not  solicited  any  publicity.  Wednesday  night — 
I  had  been  going  into  the  hotel  to  finish  up  my 
business,  and  Wednesday  night  Mr.  Eosenbaum, 
the  publicity  manager  of  the  Shubert  Attrac- 
tions, called  me  and  asked  me  if  I  wanted  to  go 
to  the  theatre.     That  is  a  privilege  I  have  had 

3318  for  a  long  time.  I  publish  a  book  for  the  Hotel 
Association  in  New  York  City,  and  I  have  had 
relations  with  the  Shubert 's  for  ten  or  twelve 
years. 

And  he  asked  me  if  I  wanted  to  go  to  the 
theatre  on  Thursday  night.  I  said  "No,"  I 
didn't  want  to  go.  The  courtesy  is  extended  by 
the  Shuberts  for  the  reason  that  I  have  a  frame 
in  the  hotel  lobby  of  the  hotel.  They  place 
different  photographs  of  their  productions  in 
this  frame,  and  every  week  they  extend  to  me 
courtesies  to  the  different  theatres. 

So  I  said  "If  I  am  free  on  Friday,  I  think  I 
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would  like  to  go."  So  he  said  "All  right,  I  will 
put  you  down  for  '  Cherry  Blossoms. ' "  I  re- 
marked at  home  that  if  I  was  released  Friday 
night  that  the  folks  could  go  to  the  theatre,  who 
I  take  with  me  every  week. 

So  as  soon  as  I  left  the  court  here  Friday  night 
I  went  right  to  the  theatre,  and  when  I  went  in 
the  lobby  I  met  Mr.  Rosenbaum,  and  he  asked 
me  —  he  told  me  that  one  of  the  —  T  believe 
the  photographer  of  the  News  was  going  to  be 
there,  and  he  wanted  a  photograph  of  my  wife;  3320 
and  I  told  him  that  he  would  have  to  have  her 
permission,  as  I  knew  that  she  had  refused  all 
week,  and  had  stated  that  she  did  not  wish  to 
be  photographed. 

So  when  she  came  in  the  lobby  I  went-  up  to 
my  mother-in-law  and  my  wife;  they  approached 
me  to  ask  to  have  the  photograph  taken,  and 
she  declined.  So  we  went  right  into  the  theatre, 
and  right  at  the  lowering  of  the  curtain  Mr 
Rosenbaum  came  down  to  the  box  and  asked  us 
to  step  outside.  So  my  wife  and  friend  that  was 
in  the  party  —  a  lady  friend  —  we  all  went  out-  3321 
side  in  the  lobby,  and  the  photographer  —  they 
told  me  then  that  they  would  like  to  take  the 
photograph,  and  she  refused,  and  she  went  back 
into  the  theatre;  and  I  left  and  went  back  into 
the  box;  and  that  was  the  end  of  the  experience. 

Q.  Was  there  any  discussion  about  the  Snyder 
case,  or  did  you  make  any  statement  at  any 
time,  either  at  the  theatre  or  at  any  time  later 
that  evening,  with  reference  to  the  Snyder  case  ? 
A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not,  Judge. 

Q.  After  the  theatre  was  over,  where  did  you 
go,  if  anywhere,  other  than  home?     A.  We  left 
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our  box.  As  we  left  there  happened  to  be  an 
exit  right  as  we  came  out  of  the  aisle  of  the 
boxes,  and  my  party  and  I  went  right  out  that 
door,  and  I  didn't  see  anyone.  There  was  some 
confusion  —  as  a  rule,  when  I  go  with  my 
folks  —  the  crowd  was  coming  out  of  the  theatre, 
and  my  folks  were  right  ahead  of  me,  and  they 
got  in  amongst  the  people;  and  during  the  play 
I  asked  my  wife  if  she  brought  the  car  in.  As 
a  rule,  we  leave  the  car  up  at  the  garage  at  the 

3323  hotel,  and  I  understood  her  to  say  ''Yes." 

So,  in  walking  up  the  street  toward  Broadway 
I  lost  them.  So  I  went  one  block,  up  and  down 
Broadway,  to  find  them.  I  thought  perhaps 
they  got  into  a  cab  and  went  up  to  the  garage; 
so  I  got  on  the  car  and  went  up  to  the  garage, 
and  they  told  me  the  folks  hadn't  been  there. 

From  there  I  went  right  home.  When  I  ar- 
rived home  the  folks  were  there,  and  they  told 
me  that  they  came  in  a  taxi,  and  went  out  in  a 
taxi. 

Q.  After  you  reached  home  did  you  stay  home, 

3324  or  (jjd  yOU  g0  ou£  an(j  Spen(j  the  evening  some- 
where!    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  as  we  understand  it,  you  went  to  the  ho- 
tel from  the  court  house  and  from  the  hotel  you 
went  to  the  theatre,  where  you  awaited,  in  the 
lobby,  the  coming  of  your  folks;  that  you  then 
occupied  your  seats;  you  left  the  box  once  and 
went  "to  the  lobby,  when  a  suggestion  was  made 
for  the  second  time  that  your  wife  be  photo- 
graphed, and  she  declined;  that  when  the  per- 
formance was  over  you  went  out  through  the 
exit  near  the  boxes  and  missed  your  folks  in 
the  street;  that  you  went  to  the  garage,  where 
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the  car  was  generally  parked,  and  it  wasn't 
there;  and  from  there  you  went  home,  where 
you  found  your  folks?  A.  Yes,  sir.  Coming  out 
of  the  theatre  the  second  time  —  my  wife  has 
never  met  this  Mr.  Rosenbaum,  who  has  always 
extended  these  courtesies,  and  the  word  —  I 
didn't  know  who  it  was  —  some  young  man 
came  down  to  the  box  and  asked  me  if  I 
wouldn't  come  out  in  the  lobby  and  introduce 
my  wife  to  Mr.  Rosenbaum.  I  was  trying  to 
persuade  her  and  insist  upon  her  coming  out,  3326 
and  said  that  the  courtesy  is  always  extended 
to  me,  and  I  didn't  want  to  slight  this  man  in 
any  way,  and  I  said  "Come  on  out  and  meet 
him,  if  that's  all  he  wants  to  do."  So,  when 
we  got  outside  he  led  us  up  to  a  door,  and  as 
soon  as  she  saw  this  camera  there  she  imme- 
diately ducked  and  run  right  straight  through 
the  theatre,  and  I  went  right  after;  and  as  I 
went  in  the  door  of  the  heatre  I  saw  her  run- 
ning down  the  aisle  into  the  box.  I  sat  right 
in  back  of  her.  I  sat  in  back  of  the  party,  be- 
cause I  didn't  want  to  be  particularly  noticed.  3327 
I  knew  she  was  nervous,  thinking  there  was 
going  to  explode  something  or  get  her  photo- 
graph-. 

The  Court:  Mr.  District  Attorney,  if 
you  have  any  questions  you  may  ask  them. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  have  no  questions. 

The  Court:     Mr.  Hazleton? 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Might  I  just  ask  a  ques- 
tion, your  Honor? 

The  Court:     Certainly,  Judge  Hazleton. 
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By  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  Mr.  Young,  it  has  been  stated  that  this 
conversation,  or  upon  this  evening,  that  you 
made  a  remark  that  would  lead  one  to  believe 
that  you  were  prejudiced  against  Mrs.  Snyder. 
Did  you  make  any  such  remark?  Just  yes  or 
no.     A.  No,   sir. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     That  is  all.    No  further 
questions. 

By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Since  being  sworn  as  a  juror,  Mr.  Young, 
have  you  made  any  statement  of  any  kind  with 
reference  to  the  Snyder  case?  A.  I  have  not; 
and  I  can  say  that  everybody  has  been  very  nice 
to  me;  the  people  that  I  have  known,  all  around 
the  hotel,  they  haven't  said  a  word.  They 
haven't  approached  me  on  the  thing,  and  that 
is  one  thing  I  remarked  to  my  wife  and  folks, 
how  nice  everybody  was. 

3330  Mr.  Hazleton:    It  looks  to  me  as  though 

somebody   wanted   to   get   "Cherry   Blos- 
soms"  in  the   papers. 

The  Court:     Let  us  hope  they  find  the 
fruit  very  unripe. 

By  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  There  was  a  report  that  you  —  a  rumor 
to  The  effect  that  you  said  you  would  like  to 
see  the  defendant  Snyder  convicted.  A.  That's 
a  lie. 

The  Court:    Is  there  anything  further  so 
far  as  the  juror  is  concerned? 
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Mr.   Hazleton:     No,   sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     No,  sir. 

Mr.  Miller:     No,  sir. 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Young,  Juror  No.  1, 
left   the   Justice's   Chambers.) 

Mr.  Hazleton:     No  objection  to  Young. 

Mr.  Millard:  No  objection  to  this  jur- 
or. 

Mr.  Miller:    No  objection  to  him,  no. 


''There  has  been  other  evidence  that 
Justice  Scudder's  instructions  to  the  jury- 
men have  been  violated,  at  least  in  spirit. 
Some  of  their  wives  have  flat-footedly 
announced  'what  they  would  do.' 

"Mrs.  Charles  B.  Meisner,  wife  of  the 
second  juror  to  be  selected  in  the  case, 
said  when  interviewed: 

"  'If  there  were  any  women  on  that 
jury,  I  know  what  Mrs.  Snyder  would  get. 

"  'From  all  I've  heard  Albert  Snyder 
was  one  of  the  few  good  husbands  left  in 
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(Charles  Meissner  was  thereupon  called     3332 
into  the  Justice's  Chambers.) 

Charles  Meissner,  Juror  No.  2,  called  by  the 
court,  testified  as  follows: 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Mr.  Meissner,  there  appeared  in  one  of  the 
newspapers  today  a  squib,  which  I  am  going  to 
read  so  much  thereof  to  you  as  bears  upon  your 
case,  and  I  will  ask  you  a  question  or  two,  and 
then  turn  over  t-o  the  attorneys.     It  says: 


3333 
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the  world.     The  fact  that  Mrs.  Snyder  is 
a  woman  should  not  be  considered.'  " 

Q.  There  is  nothing  here,  Mr.  Meissner,  which 
in  any  wise  implicates  you,  but  the  Court  will 
ask  the  question,  whether  your  wife  has  talked 
over  what  your  verdict  should  be,  or  the  case, 
with  you  since  you  have  been  selected  as  a  jur- 
or?    A.  Absolutely  not,  your  Honor. 

Q.  And  we  take  it  that  you  do  not  consider 

«,«o-     yourself  bound  by  the  conscience  of  another,  but 

have  your  own  conscience?    A.  Yes,  your  Honor. 

The  Court:     Mr.  District  Attorney. 
Mr.  Hazleton:    No  questions. 
Mr.  Miller:     No  questions. 

By   Mr.    Newcombe : 

Q.  Mr.  Meissner,  would  the  fact  that  this  pub- 
licity has  been  given  affect  you  at  all,  one  way 
or  the  other?    A.  Absolutely  not;  absolutely  not. 

Q.  It  won't  bother  you  at  all?    A.  Not  at  all. 

3336        By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  sworn  as  a  juror,  Mr. 
Meissner,  have  you  given  expression  —  A.  No, 
I  haven't. 

Q.  —  to  any  opinion  or  any  idea,  or  have  you 
spoken  with  reference  to  the  Snyder  case?  A. 
I  have  not. 

Q.  Nor  has  anyone  approached  you  or  spoken 
to  you  about  the  case?  A.  Mr.  Millard,  I  went 
to  attend  to  my  business  on  Saturday  —  am  I 
permitted  to  talk? 

Mr.  Newcombe:    Yes. 

The  Witness:     I  went  to  attend  to  my 
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business  on  Saturday,  and  some  of  my  in- 
timate friends  held  me  aloof  as  if  I  had 
the  measles  or  the  mumps. 

The  Court:  I  am  so  glad  that  your 
friends   are   immune. 

Mr.  Millard:     Very   satisfactory. 

The  Court:  You  will  be  asked,  Mr. 
Meissner,  to  stay  in  a  room  by  yourself 
for  a  few  minutes.  Thank  you  very  much 
for  coming  in. 

The  Juror:    You  are  entirely  welcome,  I     3333 
am  sure. 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Meissner  leaves  the 
Justice's  Chambers.) 

Mr.  Hazleton:    The  juror  is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Miller:  Inasmuch  as  the  District 
Attorney  has  mentioned  some  relationship 
between  the  fifth  juror,  Mr.  Bollweg,  and 
some  relative  of  Snyder,  I  think  he  ought 
to  be  examined,  in  all  fairness  to  the 
District  Attorneys. 

(Whereupon  Herman  Bollweg,  Juror 
No.  5,  enters  the  Justice's  Chambers.) 

Herman  Bollweg,  Juror  No.  5,  called  by  the 
Court,  testifies  as  follows: 

By  Mr.   Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.   Bollweg,   have   you    a   brother   whose 
name  is  John?    A.  I  have  no  brother. 
Q.  No  brother  at  all?     A.  No. 

The  Court:  Have  you  a  relative  who 
has  a  candy  store? 


3339 
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The  Witness:     No  —  I  know  what  you 
mean.     That's  a  different  family. 
The  Court:    That  is  a  different  family? 
The  Witness:    Yes. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Who  is  that  family?  A.  I  know  the  old 
man  was  John  Bollweg.  They  used  to  live  in 
DeKalb  Avenue. 

Q.  Is  he  any  relation  of  yours?     A.  No,  no. 

3341  Q*  When  did  you  see  him  last?  A.  The  old 
man  is  dead.  The  son,  Frank,  he  is  a  carpenter. 
He  used  to  do  the  work  for  us. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  anybody  by  the  name 
of  Smith,  or  Schmidt,  who  worked  for  him?  A. 
No.    For  that  Bollweg? 

Q.  Yes.    A.  No. 

Q.  He  was  in  the  candy  business?  A.  The  son 
was. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  he  in  the  candy  busi- 
ness? A.  He  is  in  yet;  a  son  of  John  Bollweg, 
Wexford  Terrace  and  178th  Street,  Jamaica. 

3342  Q.  When  did  you  see  him  last?  A.  I  don't 
see  him  at  all.  We  don't  come  together,  be- 
cause  we   have   no  business. 

Q.  Are  you  cousins?  A.  No,  no,  not  at  all 
whatever. 

Q.  None  at  all?  A.  No  they  come  from  a  dif- 
ferent part  of  the  country  than  I  do.  They 
come  from  Baden,  but  far  away  from  me. 

Q.  Where  do  you  come  from?     A.  Baden. 

Q.  You  come  from  Baden?  A.  Yes,  but  they 
come  far  away  from  me.  I  don't  know  exactly 
where  they  come  from,  but  anyhow  I  know  they 
come  from  far  away  from  me. 
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The  Court:  Thank  you  very  much,  sir. 
You  may  leave  the  room. 

(Whereupon  Mr.  Bollweg  leaves  the 
Justice's    Chambers.) 

The  Court:  Is  there  any  objection  upon 
the  part  of  the  People? 

Mr.  Newcombe:     None. 

The  Court:  Is  there  any  on  the  part 
of  the  defendant  Snyder? 

Mr.  Hazleton:     None. 

The  Court:    And  the  defendant  Gray?       3344 

Mr.  Miller:    None. 

The  Court:  Let  it  be  stipulated  that 
this  whole  situation  of  the  jurors  having 
been  canvassed,  counsel  for  the  defendant 
Snyder  and  for  the  defendant  Gray  find 
the  jury  satisfactory  and  acceptable. 

Mr.  Miller:     Yes. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     Yes. 

The  Court:  And  do  renew  their  accep- 
tance of  the  panel  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     Yes. 

Mr.  Miller:     Yes.  3345 

(Whereupon  the  Court,  the  District  At- 
torney and  the  attorneys  for  the  respec- 
tive defendants  proceeded  to  the  court- 
room, where  the  trial  of  the  case  resumed.) 


(The  defendants  Snyder  and  Gray  ap- 
peared in  the  courtroom.) 
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NEW  YORK  SUPREME  COURT, 

Queens  County, 
Trial  Term. 


The  People  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  Etc. 

against 

Ruth  Snyder  and 
O.H7  Henry  Judd  Gray, 

Defendants. 

Before :    Hon.  Townsend  Scudder  and  a  Jur)r. 

Long  Island  City,  N.  Y.,  April  25,  1927. 

Indictment  No.  9460:  Murder,  First  Degree. 

Appearances  : 
For  the  People: 

Hon.  Richard  S.  Newcombe,  District  Attorney. 
3348        Peter  M.  Daly,  Esq.,  Assistant  District  Attor- 
ney. 
Charles  Froessel,  Esq.,  Assistant  District  At- 
torney. 
James  Conroy,  Esq.,  Assistant  District  Attor- 
ney. 

For  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder: 

Edgar  J.  Hazelton,  Esq.,  and 
Dana  Wallace,  Esq. 

For  the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray: 

Samuel  J<  Miller,  Esq.,  and 
William  J.  Millard,  Esq. 
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Alexander  Morris, 
Robert  E.  Broderick, 
John  L.  "Webb, 

Official  Stenographers. 

Long  Island  City,  April  25,  1927. 

TRIAL  CONTINUED. 

(Court  convened  at  11.05  A.  M.) 

(The  defendants  appeared  in  court.) 

(Same   appearances.) 

(The  jury  was  polled  and  all  answered  pre- 
sent). 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  have  a  motion  to  make,  if  it 
please  your  Honor,  on  behalf  of  defendant  Sny- 
der. I  move  that  within  the  Court's  discretion, 
all  witnesses  both  for  the  People  and  for  the 
defendants  be  excluded  from  the  courtroom  un- 
til such  time  as  their  testimony  is  needed. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  have  not  the  slightest  ob- 
jection to  that  your  Honor,  but  Mr.  Conroy  and     3351 
Mr.  Daly  may  be  witnesses,  and  they  are  assist- 
ing me  in  the  trial. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  It  does  not  apply  to  members 
of  the  District  Attorney's   staff. 

The  Court:  The  Court  directs  that  all  wit- 
nesses shall  be  excluded.  If  there  are  any  wit- 
nesses in  the  court  they  will  now  retire  to  a 
room  assigned  to  them.  The  Court  will  charge 
the  attorneys  on  all  sides  to  satisfy  themselves 
that  the  witnesses  have  actually  have  left  the 
courtroom. 
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The  People  may  open. 


Mr.  Newcombe:  May  it  please  your  Honor, 
Mr.  Foreman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  jury.  Sitting 
here  last  week  you  know  the  nature  of  the  in- 
dictment. I  will  restate  it  briefly.  The  defend- 
ant Ruth  Snyder  and  the  defendant  Henry  Judd 
Gray  have  been  indicted  by  the  Queens  County 
Grand  Jury  for  murder  in  the  first  degree  being 
*  charged  with  having  killed  and  murdered  Albert 
3353  Snyder,  the  husband  of  the  defendant  Ruth  Sny- 
der, with  premeditation  and  deliberation,  the 
crime  having  been  committed  in  Queens  Village 
on  March  20,  1927.  I  think  that  is  just  five 
weeks  ago  yesterday. 

Now,  so  that  you  may  better  follow  the  evi- 
dence upon  which  the  indictment  was  found, 
and  which  the  prosecution  will  present  to  you, 
I  am  going  to  briefly  outline  that  evidence  to 
you. 

Ruth  Snyder  and  the  dead  man,  Albert  Sny- 
der, were  married  in  about  the  year  1915;  about 
four  years  ago  they  moved  out  to  Queens  Vil- 
lage, purchased  a  lovely  little  home  out  there  at 
the  corner  of  Madison  and  Spruce  Streets,  a 
beautifully  furnished  little  house.  Albert  Sny- 
der, the  dead  man,  was  a  bit  of  the  old-fash- 
ioned type.  He  loved  his  home  and  sought  his 
enjoyments  and  pleasures  in  his  home  and  with 
his  family.  Mrs.  Snyder  liked  more  life  and 
gayety,  and  not  getting  it  from  Albert  Snyder 
she  sought  it  elsewhere,  and  in  1925,  April  or 
May  of  1925,  just  about  two  years  ago,  she  met 
the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray.  Gray  was 
then,  and  at  the  time  of  the  murder  was  still 
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employed  by  a  concern  in  New  York  as  a  travel- 
ling salesman.  That  concern  was  in  the  corset 
business.  Gray  lived  in  Jersey.  His  home  and 
family  were  there,  and  with  plenty  of  oppor- 
tunity by  reason  of  his  occupation  to  be  absent. 
It  was  not  very  long  after  they  met  that  their 
relations  became  very  intimate.  They  frequented 
first  the  Imperial  Hotel  in  Manhattan,  where 
they  registered  as  and  were  known  as  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Henry  Judd  Gray.  They  did  not  like  the 
Imperial  so  well  and  they  transferred  their  335(3 
allegiance  to  the  Waldorf-Astoria,  and  on  many 
and  frequent  occasions  registered  at  the  Wal- 
dorf-Astoria Hotel  as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Henry  Judd 
Gray  or  H.  Judd  Gray. 

They  were  known  by  the  people  in  the  hotel 
as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gray,  and  they  occupied  a  room 
there  as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gray;  and  that  continued 
down  until  February,  of  this  year. 

During  the  time  of  these  relations  Albert 
Snyder,  the  dead  man,  became  more  and  more 
of  an  encumbrance,  more  and  more  in  the  wav; 
and  ways  and  means  to  get  rid  of  Albert  Snyder, 
the  encumbrance,  were  discussed  between  these 
two  defendants.  Chloroform  was  suggested,  but 
that  was  thought  to  be  dubious,  too  doubtful. 
Other  ways  and  means  were  suggested. 

When  they  did  not  see  each  other  every  day 
they  were  corresponding  with  each  other  every 
day,  sometimes  as  many  as  two  and  three  letters 
per  day. 

In  October  or  November,  of  1925,  Albert 
Snyder,  the  dead  man,  who  was  then  employed  by 
the  Motor  Boating  Magazine  as  its  Art  Erlitor, 
and  who  had  been  there  for  a  great  number  of 
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years,  was  receiving  a  salary  of  $115  a  week. 
He  decided  to  take  out  some  life  insurance  but 
he  wanted  to  take  out  a  one  thousand  dollar  en- 
dowment policy;  so  without  his  knowledge  or 
consent,  there  was  written  on  his  life,  with  Mrs. 
Euth  Snyder  named  as  the  beneficiary,  two  poli- 
cies of  life  insurance,  aggregating  $50,000,  one 
of  $5,000—1  think  they  called  short  term  life — 
and  one  of  $45,000,  with  double  indemnity  in  the 
case  of  Albert  Snyder's  death  by  accident;  and 

3359  that  not  only  means  accident  as  we  understand 
it — as  the  lay  man  understands  it,  but  if  Albert 
Snyder  were  killed  by  robbers  or  burglars  that 
would  be  an  accidental  death;  and  in  that  event 
Mrs.  Snyder,  as  the  beneficiary  named  in  those 
policies,  would  have  received  $96,000;  and  at 
the  time  of  the  murder  Henry  Judd  Gray,  the 
other  defendant,  knew  of  this  insurance. 

The  time  that  he  was  killed,  the  early  morning 
of  March  20,  1927,  was  the  consumation  of  con- 
stant and  repeated  planning.  We  will  show  you 
that    Albert    Snyder   was    slated   for   killina:   on 

S360  March  7,  1927.  Henry  Judd  Gray,  this  defendant, 
was  in  Kingston  on  March  4,  1927,  and  on  March 
4,  1927,  Henry  Judd  Gray  in  Kingston,  bought 
the  sash  weight  and  bought  the  chloroform  with 
which  Albert  Snyder  was  done  to  death  in  the 
early  morning  of  March  20,  1927. 

He  bought  them  on  March  4th;  and  he  came  to 
New  York  with  them,  and  he  met  Mrs.  Snyder  by 
appointment  at  a  restnnrant — Henrv's  Restaurant 
— in  Manhattan — on  36th  or  39th  Street;  and  she  v 
brought  that  little  girl,  Lorraine,  to  that  restau- 
rant, when  she  met  Henry  Jull  Gray  there;  and 
at  that  time  Henry  Judd  Gray  had  with  him  the 
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chloroform  and  the  sash  weight;  and  he  gave 
that  sash  weight  to  Mrs.  Snyder  in  that  restau- 
rant on  March  5,  1927,  in  preparation  of  their 
plan  to  kill  Albert  Snyder  on  March  7th.  And 
she  took  it  home.  On  March  7th,  the  night  of 
March  7th,  Henry  Judd  Gray  went  out  to  Queens 
Village  with  it,  and  with  the  idea  to  kill  Albert 
Snyder,  but  something  went  wrong.  Whether  it 
was  an  act  of  Providence  or  what  that  left  the 
poor  devil,  Albert  Snyder,  to  live  a  couple  of 
more  weeks  I  don't  know,  but  the  crime  was  not  3352 
consummated  that  night. 

Now,  the  next  morning,  March  8th,  Henry  Judd 
Gray  went  on  the  road,  went  on  his  tour,  attend- 
ing to  his  business. 

Their  plan  was  still  there;  the  murder  of 
Albert  Snyder  by  his  wife,  Ruth  Snyder,  and  her 
lover,  Henry  Judd  Gray,  was  in  the  making,  and 
they  communicated  about  it  through  correspon- 
dence, and  their  correspondence  was  in  code  or 
cipher  that  only  they  knew,  and  they  fixed  the 
night  of  Saturday  night,  March  19th,  for  the 
murder. 

And  Henry  Judd  Gray  was  in  Syracuse,  and 
Mrs.  Brown,  Mrs.  Snyder's  mother,  who  lived 
with  them  in  that  lovely  little  home  in  Queens 
Village,  was  a  practical  nurse.  She  was  on  a 
case  in  Kew  Gardens  and  would  be  away  on 
Saturday  night,  March  19th,  and  Gray  was  ad- 
vised about  that  by  the  defendant  Snyder,  and 
Saturday  night  was  the  night  because  further- 
more there  was  an  engagement  for  the  Snyders 
to  go  to  a  party  in  Hollis,  a  family  by  the  name 
of  Fidgeon.  And  the  house  would  be  alone  and 
vacant  and  empty  on  the  night  of  March  19th,  and 
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Henry  Judd  Gray  in  Syracuse  made  plans,  pre- 
pared his  alibi  what  he  thought  would  be  invinc- 
ible and  would  absolutely  establish  that  he  was  in 
Syracuse  at  the  time  of  the  murder  and  there- 
fore could  not  have  been  a  party  to  the  murder. 
He  thought  that  it  was  fool  proof,  what  it  was 
sure  fire,  and  would  never  miss;  and  he  took  the 
Empire  from  Syracuse,  I  think  he  left  there  about 
four  o'clock,  with  the  confidence  born  of  this 
framed  alibi,  this  perfect  alibi,  and  he  landed  in 

3365  Grand  Central  Station  at  10:10,  and  he  had  with 
him,  the  chloroform,  and  he  had  with  him  the 
picture  wire,  and  he  had  with  him  the  cotton 
waste  that  was  stuffed  in  the  nose  and  mouth  of 
Albert  Snyder  when  he  was  killed.  And  he  had 
with  him  the  blue  handkerchief  which  was  used 
in  the  murder,  and  he  brought  them  all  with  him 
from  Syracuse.  And  he  had  them  with  him  when 
ho  landed  about  midnight  in  this  lovely  little 
home  in  Queens  Village  that  was  deserted,  and 
she  had  advised  him  that  the  rear  door- or  the 
side  door  would  be  left  open,   and  it  was   left 

3366  open,  and  she  advised  him  that  the  sash  weight 
and  the  implements  would  be  under  the  pillow  in 
Mrs.  Brown's  room,  and  it  was  in  Mrs.  Brown's 
room  that  he  was  to  hide,  and  when  he  got  there 
about  midnight  he  went  through  that  side  door 
or  rear  door  which  was  left  open  for  him,  and 
ho  went  up  to  this  room  of  Mrs.  Brown,  and 
there  under  the  pillow  was  this  sash  weight  and 
a  pair  of  pliers  find  some  liquor,  and  there  he 
snt  and  there  he  waited  for  the  return  of  his  v 
fellow-murderer  and  that  poor  devil,  Albert 
Snvder. 

In  the  meantime  Mrs.  Snyder  and  poor  Albert 
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Snj^der  and  the  little  girl  were  at  the  Figeon's 
in  Hoi  lis,  and  they  got  there  a  quarter  of  eight, 
so  early  that  I  think  the  Figeon's  remarked, 
"Have  you  come  for  dinner,"  and  she  was  not 
herself  that  night  at  the  Fidgeon  party.  When  the 
drinks  were  passed  around  she  did  not  feel  well, 
and  said  "Give  my  drinks  to  Albert."  Albert 
got  them,  and  at  five  minutes  of  two  in  this  auto- 
mobile that  Albert  Snyder  provided  for  his  fam- 
ily they  went  home,  and  Gray  was  still  waiting  in 
that  dark  room  of  Mrs.  Brown's,  with  a  sash-  3358 
weight  under  the  pillow  and  the  plie,rs  under  the 
pillow,  and  when  they  got  to  this  jrlttle  house,  it 
has  a  garage  to  one  side,  Albert  Snyder  let  his 
wife  and  the  little  girl  out  at  the  curb  and  he  put 
the  car  in  the  garage,  and  this  defendant  Snyder 
and  the  little  girl  went  in  the  front  door  and 
up  the  steps,  and  at  that  top  landing,  directly  in 
front  of  the  landing,  is  the  bathroom,  and  just 
off  that,  directly  off  that  to  the  right,  was  the 
little  girl's  room,  and  she  put  the  little  girl  in 
that  room,  for  the  little  girl  to  go  to  bed  and  to 
sleep.  Then  she  passed  down  the  hall  in  the  3369 
direction  of  her  room,  and  passed  the  room  in 
which  her  confederate  Henry  Judd  Gray  was 
hiding.  She  said  to  him,  "It  will  be  all  right. 
I  will  let  you  know."  She  goes  in  her  room  and 
starts  to  disrobe,  and  in  comes  Albert  Snyder, 
and  he  goes  to  his  room  and  he  starts  to  disrobe, 
when  he  goes  to  bed,  and  this  defendant  Snyder 
lies  down  in  bed  beside  him  and  waits  and 
watches — five,  ten,  fifteen,  twenty  minutes,  until 
her  husband  Albert  Snyder  is  dead  asleep,  and 
in  a  full  and  complete  sleet),  and  then  she  sneaks 
out  of  that  bed  and  she  goes  to  the  room  where 
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her  lover  and  fellow  murderer  is  hiding  to  kill 
her  husband,  tells  him  that  he  is  asleep  and  now 
is  the  time,  and  in  that  room  they  lay  the  details 
of  this  crime.  He  kisses  her.  Henry  Judd  Gray 
kisses  her,  and  then  they  go  together  to  the  room 
in  which  Albert  Snyder  is  fast  asleep  on  his  side, 
and  they  have  with  them  the  sash-weight,  this 
picture  wire,  this  chloroform,  the  cotton  waste, 
and  the  gauze,  and  they  strike  him  with  the  sash- 
weight.     They  stun  him  and  make  him  uncon- 

3371  sci°us;  they  chloroform  him,  they  stick  the  cot- 
ton waste  up  his  nostrils  and  in  his  mouth.  They 
tie  his  hands  and  feet,  and  they  bury  his  nose 
and  mouth  in  the  pillow  saturated  with  chloro- 
form so  that  he  will  be  sure  to  suffocate  to 
death.  But,  that  is  not  sufficient.  They,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  take  this  picture  wire  which  Henry 
Judd  Gray  got  from  his  office,  and  which  Henry 
Judd  Gray  had  in  his  pocket  in  Syracuse  when 
he  came  down  to  New  York  to  commit  this  mur- 
der; and  they  take  that  and  they  fasten  it  arounrl 
his  neck  to    complete  the    suffocation  and    the 

3372  asphyxiation,  to  complete  the  job  and  hasten  the 
end  of  this  poor  devil. 

And  then  when  the  job  is  done  they  go  out  of 
the  room,  and  Henry  Judd  Gray,  with  his  para- 
mour murderer,  goes  into  the  bathroom — no,  I 
forsrot  to  tell  you — he  wore  gloves;  he  wore  suade 
gloves,  at  the  time  of  the  commission  of  this 
crime;  and  goes  in  the  bathroom  to  wash  the 
blood,  the  blood  of  Albert  Snyder;  and  he  see^ 
blood  on  his  shirt,  and  he  takes  off  the  shirt,  and 
Mrs.  Snyder — the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder — goes 
into  the  room  where  her  husband  lies  dead;  go°s 
to  his  bureau  drawer  and  takes  out  a  blue  shirt 
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that  belonged  to  Albert  Snyder,  and  gave  it  to 
her  lover  and  fellow  murderer  to  wear  in  place  of 
the  bloody  shirt  that  he  had  on ;  and  then  they  go 
down  to  the  cellar  and  they  burn  this  shirt  and 
the  gown  she  had  on  that  had  blood  on  it  too; 
and  then  they  come  upstairs,  and  they  are  work- 
ing out  their  plans,  and  they  decide  to  make  it 
look  like  a  robbery  and  a  murder  committed  in 
the  course  of  the  robbery;  and  they  go  through 
that  house,  even  to  the  kitchen,  and  they  throw 
the  pots  and  pans  and  dish  cloths  around  in  the  3374 
kitchen,  and  they,  go  to  the  bureau  drawers  ani 
the  cupboard  drawers  in  the  room  where  Albert 
Snyder  lay  dead,  and  they  took  everything  out 
of  the  drawers  and  scattered  it  all  about;  and  so 
all  through  the  house,  even  to  taking  the  cushions 
from  the  furniture  and  tossing  them  about,  to 
make  it  look  like  a  robbery,  to  make  it  look  like 
a  robbery — and  keep  in  mind  those  policies  of 
life  insurance. 

They  also  have  a  piece  of  Italian  newspaper, 
and  that  is  scattered  about,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  appear  like  a  robbery;  and  they  con- 
coct, and  conceive  the  scheme  about  having  it  ap- 
pear like  a  robbery  and  to  pretend  it  is  a  rob- 
bery; and  though  the  crime  was  committed  about 
three  o'clock,  they  sat  there  planning  and  con- 
ceiving and  scheming  and  God  knows  what  else — 
I  don't  want  to  know — until  six  o'clock  in  the 
morning;  and  at  six  o'clock  in  the  morning  Gray 
is  going  to  leave — I  forgot  to  tell  you  when  he 
landed  in  New  York  Saturday  night  on  the  Em- 
pire State  Express  he  immediately  bought  his 
accommodations  back  to  Syracuse  on  the  8:45 
A.  M.  train  Sunday  morning. 
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And  at  day  break,  about  six  o'clock,  Gray  is 
going  to  leave,  but  to  carry  out  this  semblance, 
this  fake  story  of  the  robbery  and  murder,  he 
puts  a  piece  of  rope  around  the  ankles  and  he  puts 
a  piece  of  rope  around  her  wrists.  He  puts 
cotton  waste  over  her  mouth  and  a  piece  of 
cheesecloth  around  that.  And  then  Gray  goes 
out.  He  takes  a  bus  to  Jamaica.  No  train  at 
Jamaica  to  get  him  in  New  York  in  time  for 
that  8:45,  so  he  takes  a  taxi  into  New  York.    He 

3377  has  his  breakfast  at  the  Grand  Central  station, 
and  he  boards  the  8:45  to  Syracuse,  and  when 
he  gets  to  Syracuse  he  calls  for  two  friends,  and 
he  has  got  on  the  vest  of  the  suit  that  he  had  on 
at  the  time  he  committed  the  murder,  and  on  the 
left  breast  of  that  vest  is  a  blood  stain  some 
three  inches  wide  and  six  or  seven  inches  long. 
He  has  got  to  get  rid  of  that,  and  he  plans  to  get 
rid  of  it  and  some  other  telltale  evidence  too, 
including  the  blue  shirt  of  Albert  Snyder,  and  that 
is  destroyed.  He  is  relying  on  his  alibi  that  he 
made  the  Saturday  noon.    In  the  meantime,  ju^t 

3378  a  little  before  eight  in  the  morning,  Mrs.  Snyder 
is  found  at  the  head  of  the  stairway  by  the  little 
girl,  and  the  little  girl  telephones  for  neighbors, 
and  they  come  over,  and  Mrs.  Snyder  tells  them 
the  story  that  she  and  Gray  had  concocted  at  the 
time  of  the  murder,  how  the  house  had  been  enter- 
ed by  two  burglars  or  robbers,  one  was  a  great 
big  man  with  a  mustache  and  a  cap  which  was 
drawn  over  his  eves,  a  dark  complexioned  man, 
looking  like  an  Italian;  the  significance  of  the 
Italian  newspaper  comes  in  here,  he  looked  like 
an  Italian.  She  complained  that  she  had  boon 
struck  on  the  head   and  bound   and   gagged  by 
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these  bandits,  and  the  place  robbed.  But,  she  had 
placed  her  jewelry  under  the  mattress.  The 
appearance  of  the  robbery  was  so  far-fetched 
and  far  drawn  that  it  did  not  look  like  a  rob- 
bery. Mrs.  Snyder  was  questioned  and  she  stuck 
to  her  story,  but  finally  out  came  the  truth  and 
she  told  about  Gray,  and  we  sent  to  Syracuse  and 
apprehended  Gray,  and  he  persisted  in  what  he 
thought  was  the  surefire  alibi,  but  finally  Gray 
confessed,  and  as  part  of  our  proof  I  am  going 
to  introduce  before  you  the  statement  made  by  33SO 
Ruth  Snyder  and  the  statement  made  by  Henry 
Judd  Gray,  and  on  the  evidence  that  the  State 
will  present  to  you,  we  ask  you  to  find  the  de- 
fendants guilty  of  a  premeditated  deliberate  mur- 
der of  Albert  Snyder. 

The  Court:  The  defendant  Snyder  may  open 
now. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Or  we  may  reserve  it  to  the 
close  of  the  People's  case? 

The  Court:     Yes. 

Mr.  Hazleton:    With  your  Honor's  permission,     3381 
the  defendant  Snyder  will  reserve  her  opening 
until  the  close  of  the  People's  case. 

The  Court:  The  defendant  Gray  may  proceed 
with  his  opening. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  shall  refrain  from  making 
any  statement  of  the  defense  at  this  time. 

The  Court:  The  People  may  proceed.  Before 
a  witness  is  sworn,  the  Court  thinks  it  proper  to 
make  an  announcement  having  for  its  purpose  as 
orderly  a  trial  as  we  can  hold.  It  is  the  suggues- 
tion  of  the  Court  that  all  witnesses  shall  be  ex- 
amined from  the  position  the  District  Attorney 
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presently  occupies.  When  objections  are  made 
the  grounds  for  the  objections  will  be  clearly 
stated  without  any  argument.  If  the  Court  feels 
that  the  Court  requires  legal  argument  the  Court 
will  invite  it,  but  the  Court  will  not  permit  any 
argument  of  any  legal  point  excepting  upon  the 
Court's  invitation.  When  the  Court  has  ruled  the 
exception  will  be  recorded  without  argument  and 
without  comment.     You  will  now  proceed. 

3383 

WARREN  H.  SCHNEIDER,  of  Shelter  Island, 

Long  Island,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness  on 

behalf    of    the    People,    having    first    been    duly 

sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe : 

Q.  Mr.  Schneider,  are  you  a  brother  of  Albert 
Snyder,  deceased?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  old  are  you,  Mr.  Schneider?  A.  I  just 
turned  fifty  the  20th  day  of  March. 

Q.  How  old  was  your  brother  Albert  Snyder 
at  the  time  of  his  death?    A.  Forty- four. 
3384         Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  She  is  the  wife  of  the  deceased  Albert 
Snyder?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  that  Albert  Snyder  resided  in 
Queens  Village,  Queens  County,  at  the  time  of 
his  death?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  tbe  address  of  Mr.  Snyder? 
222nd  Street,  was  it?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  last  time  you  saw  your  bro-' 
ther    Albert    Snyder    alive?      A.  Some    time    in 
January,  1926. 

Q.    1927,  you  mean,  don't  you?     A.  1926. 
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Q.  1926?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  Dr.  Neail,  the  as- 
sistant medical  examiner,  of  Queens  County,  was 
at  Bobbin's  Morgue,  in  Jamaica?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  on  March  20,  1927?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  body  of  your  death  brother  at  that 
place  at  that  time?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  identify  the  body  of  your  brother 
to  Dr.  Neail —    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  — as  the  body  of  Albert  Snyder?     A.  Yes,     3335 
sir,  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  time  of  the  marriage  be- 
tween Albert  Snyder  and  the  defendant  Snyder? 
what  was  the  date?  What  was  the  year?  A. 
That  I  don't  remember. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  That  is  all. 
Mr.  Wallace:  No  questions. 
Mr.  Miller:    No  questions. 

HOWARD  W.  NEAIL,  called  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  People,  being  duly  sworn,  testifies     3387 
as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  he  resides  at 
No.  7  Eay  Street,  Jamaica,  Queens  County, 
New  York.) 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Are  you  a  physician,  duly  authorized  and 

licensed  to  practice  medicine  in  the  State  of  New 

York,  doctor?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  For  how  long  have  you  been?     A.  For  18 

years. 
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Mr.  Wallace:  If  the  Court  please,  the 
defense  for  Mrs.  Snyder  concedes  the 
qualifications  of  Dr.  Neail. 

Q.  Are  you  presently  Assistant  County  Medi- 
cal Examiner?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  Assistant  County 
Medical  Examiner,  doctor?    A.  Sixteen  years. 

Q.  And  during  that  time  have  you  performed 
23gQ    a  number  of  autopsies?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Could  you  tell  us  how  many,  doctor?  A. 
Several  thousand. 

Q.  On'  March  20,  1927,  were  you  called  to  the 
house,  9327  222nd  Street,  Queens  Village,  Queens 
County?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  get  there,  doctor?  A.  I 
arrived  there  about  9  A.  M.,  March  20,  1927. 

Q.  What  did  you  find  when  you  arrived  there? 
A.  I  received  a  call  of  a  death,  from  Headqaur- 
ters,  Police  Department,  in  the  Town  Hall,  Ja- 
maica, on  March  20,  1927,  at  about  8:25  A.  M. 
3390  I  arrived  at  9327  222nd  Street,  Queens  Village, 
about  9  A.  M.,  and  there  found  a  frame  structure, 
a  cellar,  two  stories  and  an  attic,  building,  situa- 
ted on  the  southeast  corner  of  93rd  Avenue  and 
222nd  Street. 

The  entrance  of  this  building  was  from  the 
west,  or  on  the  east  side  of  222nd  Street.  Enter- 
ing the  vestibule,  you  approach  a  foyer,  a  small 
hall.  On  the  left  was  the  music  room,  or  sitting 
room;  and  still  further  to  the  left,  or  to  the 
north,  was  a  sort  of  a  sun  parlor. 

To  the  right  of  this  foyer  was  a  dining  room. 
P.till   further   south  was   a   kitchen.     The   stairs 
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leading  from  the  first  to  the  second  floor,  was 
directly  in  back,  or  east  of  the  entrance  running 
upward;  and  to  the  south,  to  the  second  floor. 

At  the  end  of  the  stairs,  on  the  second  floor, 
in  the  hall,  the  bathroom  was  situated.  In 
other  words,  on  the  southeast  corner  of  the 
house. 

Proceding  to  the  right  along  the  hall,  on 
the  second  story,  the  first  room  was  a  small 
bedroom,  situated  at  the  southwest  corner  of  3392 
the  second  floor  of  this  house.  In  the  next  room 
was  a  middlel  bedroom;  and  the  next  room,  the 
third  on  the  second  floor,  occupied  the  whole 
north  side  of  the  second  floor  of  the  house  and 
was  approached  from  this  hallway  directly 
north. 

Entering  this  northern  bedroom  I  found  the 
door  open,  two  beds,  or  twin  beds,  in  this  room 
situated  directly  to  the  left  of  the  door  that  en- 
tered this  room. 

The  heads  of  these  beds  were  pointed  towards 
the  wall,  and  the  feet  were  towards  the  north 
end  of  the  room.  There  was  a  chiffonier  and  a 
bureau  and  a  dresser  situated  in  that  room.  And 
a  white  male  adult  lying  dead  in  the  first  twin 
bed  to  the  left  of  the  entrance,  within  a  foot  or 
so  of  the  opening  of  this  door.  The  body  was 
covered  with  bed  clothing  piled  high,  exposing 
the  back  of  a  head.  The  covers  were  then  pulled 
down  and  the  body  examined.  I  found  directly 
to  the  right  of  the  body  near  the  side  of  the  door 
a  revolver  lying  on  the  mattress,  on  the  sheet. 
This  revolver  had  been  broken  open.  Three 
loaded  cartridges  in  the  chamber.     One  loaded 
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cartridge  opposite  the  firing  pin,  and  two  to 
the  right.  The  holster  or  covering  of  this  gun 
was  protruding  under  a  pillow,  also  on  the 
right,  or,  on  the  left  as  you  enter  the  room, 
nearer  my  observation.  The  pillow  case  was 
smeared  with  blood.  The  man  was  lying  on  his 
face  and  the  anterior  part  of  his  body.  The 
hands  were  tied  in  back  with  a  towel.  The 
ankles  were  tied  together  with  a  necktie.    Pro- 

3395  trading  from  under  and  protruding  upward 
from  his  neck  were — was  two  ends  of  a  wire, 
commonly  known  as  picture  wire.  It  appeared 
to  be  recently  purchased  and  new  wire  not 
rusted.  The  ends  appeared  to  have  been 
twisted.  I  examined  the  neck  and  I  found 
this  wire  rested  in  a  deep  furrow,  completely 
surrounding  the  neck.  I  had  the  body  moved 
very  carefully  on  the  left  side,  and  went  around 
the  bed  and  located  a  lacerated  wound  on  the 
scalp,  which  I  will  describe  later  in  detail 
on  the  right  side  of  the  head.    Another  lacer- 

3396  ated  wound  below  it,  and  a  third  lacerated  wound 
of  the  scalp  in  the  back.  On  turning  the  body 
over  I  noticed  some  material  protruding  from 
and  around  his  nose  and  mouth.  This  material 
was  commonly  known  as  waste,  and  it  did  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  new  waste.  It  appeared  to 
me  to  be  waste  that  had  been  used.  And  under 
this  waste,  which  part  of  it  was  in  his  nostrils 
and  in  his  mouth,  and  another  large  piece  over 
his  mouth  and  nose,  over  that  was  a  blue,  white 
dotted,  with  a  border  of  anchors,  handkerchief, 
commonly  known  as  a  bandanna  handkerchief. 
His   face    and    mouth    and    nose    were    buried 
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deeply  in  this  pillow.  The  body  was  then  care- 
fully moved  in  the  original  position  as  I  found 
it.  The  official  photographers  arrived  from  New 
York  and  took  pictures  of  the  body  and  of  the  sur- 
roundings, the  room  and  the  house  at  that  time, 
and  after  that  was  done,  the  body  was  carefully 
lifted  back  to  this  bed,  and  may  I  say  that  the 
pajamas  the  man  wore  were  not  dishevelled, 
or  the  clothes  around  it.  The  body  was  care- 
fully lifted  from  the  bed  into  a  basket,  and 
this  revealed  two  loaded  cartridges  of  the  same  3398 
calibre  in  the  gun  under  the  body.  It  also 
revealed  a  second  picture  wire  approximately  a 
little  shorter,  I  did  not  measure  the  wire,  but  it 
was  approximately  the  same  kind  of  a  picture 
wire  that  was  found  around  his  neck. 

In  this  wire  was  a  metal  colored  pencil.  The 
clip  of  the  pencil  was  in  one  strand  of  the  wire. 

The  body  was  then  placed  in  the  basket  and  re- 
moved to  Bobbin's  Undertaker  establishment, 
Herriman  Avenue,  Jamaica,  for  autopsy.  The 
body  was  identified  to  me  at  his  residence  by  a 
man  making  himself  known  to  me  as  Mr.  Mul- 
hauser,  a  neighbor.  The  body  was  reidentified 
to  me  at  the  Morgue  by  his  brother  Warren 
Schneider,  spelling  the  name  S-c-h-n-e-i-d-e-r.  He 
resides  on  Shelten  Island,  Long  Island,  New 
York. 

The  man  was  45  years  old,  white,  married.  He 
was  born  in  America  and  lived  during  his  life- 
time in  New  York  City.  Do  you  want  me  to  go 
on  with  the  autopsy? 

Q:  Please  do,  Dr.  Neail. 

A.  The  body  was  identified  to  me  at  Robbins 
Morgue  on  Herriman  Avenue  by  a  brother,  War- 
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ren  Schneider,  residing  at  Shelter  Island,  Long 
Island,  New  York,  as  that  of  his  brother,  Albert 
Snyder,  spelling  the  name  S-c-h-n-e-i-d-e-r.  The 
autopsy  was  performed  the  same  afternoon, 
that  is,  the  afternoon  of  March  20,  1927,  at 
approximately  5:30  that  afternoon.  The  wit- 
nesses at  the  autopsy  were  Patrolman  Robert 
J.  Tucker.  His  shield  number  is  484,  of  the 
58th    Precinct;    Captain    Gallagher,    an    Inspec- 

3401  tor  of  the  Police  Department,  was  present; 
Captain  Carey,  Chief  of  the  Homicide  Squad, 
was  present  at  this  autopsy,  which  revealed 
the  body  of  a  white  male  adult,  light  brown 
mixed  with  gray,  slightly  curly  hair.  He  was 
clean-shaven  and  had  no  moustache.  He  had 
light  gray  iris,  or  the  coloring  matter  of  his 
eyes  was  gray.  The  pupils  were  equal  and 
dilated  about  two-sixteenths  in  diameter. 
There  was  no  hemorrage  in  the  sclera,  or  whites 
of  the  eyes.  There  was  no  bleeding  from  the 
ears    and    slight    bleeding    from    both    nostrils; 

3402  no  bleeding  from  the  mouth.  Post  mortem 
rigidity  was  present  over  the  entire  body  and 
post  mortem  lividity  or  discoloration  on  an- 
terior surface  of  the  body.  The  body  is  well 
developed,  and  well  nourished.  There  is  ex- 
treme cyanosis  of  the  face,  neck  and  anterior 
chest;  extreme  discoloration,  cyanosis  of  the 
face,  chest,  and  anterior  chest.  The  finger- 
nails were  also  cyanotic.  There  was  coagulated 
blood  on  the  palmar  surface  of  the  right  hand 
and  on  the  thumb  and  second  finger  of  the  left  ^ 
hand.  There  is  anti-mortem  contusion  on  post- 
erior  surface   of  the   right   hand   three-quarters 
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of  an  inch  by  one-quarter  of  an  inch,  situated 
opposite  the  third,  opposite  the  middle  third 
of  the  third  metacarpal  bone,  about  in  this 
situation  (indicating).  There  is  a  lacerated 
wound  of  the  scalp  1  1-8  inches  in  length.  The 
edges  of  this  wound  are  separated,  separated 
for  one-quarter  of  an  inch  —  situated  2  1-4 
inches  above  the  right  external  angular  process 
of  the  frontal  bone  and  three  inches  to  the 
right  of  the  anterior  median  line,  right  about  3404 
in  this  situation  (indicating).  That  is  the  direc- 
tion, the  situation  of  the  lacerated  wound. 
This  laceration  extends  down  too,  but  does  not 
involve  the  periosteum.  The  periosteum  is  the 
tissue  covering  the  bone.  It  is  surrounded  by 
a  zone  of  contusion  1  1-2  inches  by  one  inch. 

Q.  Will  you  indicate  as  yoir  proceed,  Doctor, 
on  your  own  head  the  location  of  these  wounds? 

A.  I  will.  There  is  an  antimortem  abrasion 
one-quarter  of  an  inch  in  diameter  situated  one 
inch  below  the  previously  described  lacerated  „. 
wound,  that  is,  one  inch  below  the  wound  I 
have  just  described.  There  is  another  abrasion 
or  roughening  of  the  skin  one-quarter  of  an  inch 
in  diameter  situated  one  inch  below  the  pre- 
viously described  lacerated  wound.  There  is  an 
antimortem  abrasion  on  the  left  side  of  the  nose 
one-quarter  of  an  inch  in  diameter,  about  this 
situation  (indicating).  The  mucous  membrane 
of  the  lips,  mouth,  and  upper  air  passages  very 
dark  in  color.  They  are  cyanotic.  The  tongue 
is  swollen  and  protrudes  between  the  teeth. 
There  is  an  area  of  contusion,  ecchymosis  of 
the  upper  gum.     There  is  an  area  of  contusion 
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and  ecchymosis  of  the  upper  gum,  opposite  the 
left  third,  fourth  and  fifth  teeth.  The  teeth: 
The  fourth  upper  right  is  missing.  The  gum  is 
healed.  The  fifth  upper  right  is  gold  capped. 
The  sixth  upper  right  is  missing.  The  fifth 
upper  left  is  gold  capped.  The  sixth,  seventh 
and  eighth  are  missing  on  the  upper  left  jaw. 
The  gum  is  healed.  The  fifth  lower  right  is 
missing   and   the    gum    is    healed.    All    present 

3407  on  the  lower  left  jaw.  There  are  five  antimortem 
abrasions  situated  on  the  right  side  of  the  neck. 
The  first  4-8  inch  in  diameter  situated  on  the 
anterior  median  line,  about  in  this  situation 
(indicating).  The  second  1-2  inch  in  diameter 
situated  one  inch  to  the  right  of  the  median  line. 
No.  3,  1  1-4  inches  by  1-2  in  diameter,  situated 
two  inches  to  the  right  of  the  median  line.  The 
fourth  one-eighth  of  an  inch  in  diameter,  sit- 
uated 1  1-4  inches  above  No.  3  and  two  inches 
to  the  right  of  the  anterior  median  line. 

Abrasion  No.  5;     one  half  inch  by  three-eighths 

3408  0f  an  incn  m  diameter,  situated  three  and  one- 
half  inches  to  the  right  of  the  anterior  median 
line.  These  five  antimortem  abrasions  are  sit- 
uated on  the  right  side  of  the  neck.  There  are 
two  anti-mortem  abraisions  on  the  left  side  of 
the  neck.  No.  1:  One  half  inch  by  one-eighth 
inch  in  area,  situated  three  inches  to  the  left 
of  the  anterior  median  line  and  one  and  one-half 
inches  above  the  left  clavicle. 

No.  2:  Three  quarters  of  an  inch  by  one- 
eighth  of  an  inch  in  diameter,  situated  four 
inches  to  the  left  of  the  anterior  median  line, 
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and  one  and  one-quarter  inches  above  the  left 
clavicle. 

There  is  an  area  of  contusion  and  abraision 
on  the  posterior  surface  of  the  scalp  opposite 
the  occipital  protuberance.  About  in  this  sit- 
ation   (indicating). 

This  area  is  about  one  and  one-quarter  inches 
in  diameter,  associated  with  a  moderate  amount 
of  swelling. 

There  is  a  definite  furrow  completely  around  34 10 
neck.  This  furrow  is  one-eighth  of  an  inch  in 
width,  situated  on  the  anterior  neck,  two  inches 
delow  the  mental  eminence — two  inches  below 
the  chin  (indicating),  and  three  inches  above 
the  left  clavicle,  and  three  and  one-half  inches 
above  the  right  clavicle.  There  is  a  diffusion 
of  blood  into  the  surrounding  tissues  in  this 
furrow,  especially  on  the  anterior  surface  of 
the  neck. 

There  is  a  hemorrage  under  the  scalp  in  the 
right    anterior    quadrant    and    in    the    posterior 
half.     There    is    a    hemorrhage    into    the    right     3411 
temporal  muscle.    There  is  no  fracture   of  the 
skull. 

There  is  no  extra  or  sub  dural  hemorrhage  of 
the  brain. 

The  vessels  in  the  brain  and  meninges  are  mark- 
edly congested,  markedly  dilated.  There  is  a 
small  hemorrhage  in  the  tymus  gland  on  the  left 
side.  The  blood,  which  is  dark  in  color,  has  little 
tendency  to  coagulate.  The  heart  stopped  in 
diastole.  The  heart  muscles  and  valves  appear 
normal.  There  is  no  pathology  in  the  abdominal 
cavity. 
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The  brain  and  stomach  contents  and  the  blood 
were  removed  and  placed  in  containers  or  jars 
provided  by  the  City.  They  were  properly  sealed 
and  given  to  Patrolman  Tucker,  Shield  No.  484, 
of  the  58th  Precinct,  to  present  to  Dr.  Goettler, 
the  toxologist,  situated  in  the  chemical  Labora- 
tory at  Bellevue  Hospital,  New  York  City;  and 
he  delivered  these  to  Dr.  Goettler,  for  which  I 
have  a  receipt. 

3413  The  cause  of  death  of  one  Albert  Snyder  was 
asphyxiation,  due  to  strangulation. 

Q.  Doctor,  I  ask  you  if  you  can  identify  this 
wire  I  show  you  (handing  wire  to  witness).  A. 
I  can.     That  is  the  piece — 

Q.  Is  that  the  picture  wire  you  found  around 
the  neck  of  the  decedent,  Albert  Snyder?  A.  It 
is. 

Mr.  Newcombe :     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 
Mr.  Miller :     May  we  see  it  if  your  Honor 
please. 

3414  (Wire  handed  to  counsel.) 

Mr.  Miller:  No  objection  to  its  intro- 
duction in  evedence,  if  your  Honor  please. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  am  not  going  to  state 
"no  objection"  every  time.  If  there  is  an 
objection  I  will  make  it,  and  if  I  do  not  say 
it,  I  have  not  any,  your  Honor. 

The  Court  so  understands,  and  it  will  be 
marked  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  No.  1  of  this  date.) 

Q.  Now,  Doctor,  I  show  you  a  plan,  which  is 
the  exterior  plan,  the    first    floor    plan    and    the 


1139 
Howard  W.  Neail — Direct  Examination 

Called  in  'behalf  of  People  3415 

second  floor  plan  of  9327  -  222nd  Street,  Queens 
Village,  and  ask  you  if  these  are  the  plans,  truly 
represents  the  conditions  there  existing. 

The  Court:  At  what  time,  Mr.  District 
Attorney. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  went  there,  doctor  ?  A.  Thev 
do. 

Mr.  Newcombe :     I  offer  them  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  Are  they  exact  plans  of 
the  building? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  They  have  been  made 
by  a  surveyor. 

Mr.  Hazelton:    Just  of  the  building? 

Mr.  Conroy:     The  interior  and  exterior. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     We  have  no  abjection. 

The  Court:  The  Court  suggests  that 
you  look  at  these  plans  carefully,  except  if 
you  have  heretofore,  before  you  reach  your 
decision.  3417 

Mr.  Wallace :  May  I  ask  the  witness  one 
question,  Dr.  Neail. 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  plans?  A.  I  have  not 
seen  it  until  now.    No. 

Q.  The  question  contained  the  fact  whether  the 
plan  represented  it  at  the  time  you  saw  it?  A. 
Yes,  they  do. 

Mr.  Miller :  Do  you  know  by  whom  the 
plan  was  drawn? 
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Mr.  Newcombe:  I  can  call  the  man  that 
drew  them. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  That  is  not  necessary.  If 
it  represents  the  true  condition,  we  have 
no  objection. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    Is  there  any  objection? 

The  Court:  The  court  hears  no  objec- 
tion. The  Court  understands  there  is  no 
objection.     The  plans  will  be  marked  in 

3419  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  No.  2  of  this  date.) 

Q.  Now,  doctor,  referring  to  the  injury  upon 
the  head  and  scalp  of  the  decedent  that  you  have 
described  here,  was  it  in  your  opinion  a  suffi- 
cient producing  cause  of  such  injury  through 
the  use  of  a  metal  sashweight  of  the  character 
which  I  now  show  you  (handing  sashweight  to 
witness)  ?     A.  That  would  produce  such  injury. 

3420  Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  to  have  the  sash- 
weight marked  for  identification. 

The  Court:  It  will  be  marked  for  iden- 
tification only. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhibit 
No.   3   for  identification,   of  this  date.) 

Q.  Now,  doctor,  would  in  your  opinion  blows 
on  the  head  of  the  decedent  by  such  an  instru- 
ment, Exhibit  No.  3  for  identification,  causing 
the  injuries  which  you  found  and  which  you  v 
have  described  in  your  testimony  be  sufficient 
to  render  the  person  receiving  such  blows  un- 
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conscious.     A.  They  would.     Or,  it  would. 

Q.  Now,  referring  to  the  abrasions  situated  on 
both  sides  of  the  neck  of  the  decedent  that  you 
have  described  in  your  testimony,  would  in  your 
opinion  a  sufficient  producing  cause  therefor  be 
the  pressure  of  the  fingers  of  a  human  hand 
upon  the  neck  of  the  decedent  at  the  place  of 
these  abrasions?  A.  That  in  itself  may  cause 
death. 

Q.  I  am  referring  to  the  abrasions,  doctor,  on     3422 
the  side  of  the  neck  of  the  decedent  which  you 
described  ?     A.  If  jfrhat  had  been  external  pres- 
sure for  a  sufficient  length  of  time  causing  as- 
phyxia, it  would  have  caused  death. 

Q.  Eeferring  to  the  definite  furrow,  doctor, 
completely  around  the  neck  of  the  decedent,  and 
which  you  have  described  in  your  testimony, 
would  in  your  opinion  a  sufficient  producing 
cause  therefor  be  the  tight  application  of  the 
wire  which  has  been  marked  in  evidence  and 
which  you  have  heretofore  described  in  your 
testimony  about  the  neck  of  the  decedent  at 
the  place  where  you  saw  the  furrow?  A.  It 
would  be. 

Q.  What  does  the  tightening  of  that  wire, 
the  tightening  of  that  wire  around  the  neck  of 
the  decedent  do,  doctor? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Objected  to. 

The   Court:      Objection   sustained. 

Q.  Assuming,  doctor,  that  the  decedent  had 
been  struck  upon  his  head  by  this  metnl 
sashweight  marked  for  identification,  causing  a 
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laceration,  the  injuries  thereon  which  you  have 
described,  and  that  there  had  been  placed  in  his 
nostrils  and  in  his  mouth  and  over  his  mouth 
and  nostrils  cotton  waste  as  you  have  described 
having  found  upon  the  decedent,  and  assuming 
further  that  the  hands  and  feet  of  the  decedent 
had  been  found  as  you  have  described,  and  the 
nose  and  mouth  buried  in  the  pillow  as  you  have 
described,  would  that  in  your  opinion  have  been 

3425  a   sufficient   and  competent   cause   of   the   death 
of  the  decedent? 

Mr.  Miller:  Objected  to  at  this  time,  if 
your  Honor  please.  It  is  a  hypothetical 
question.  This  physician  made  a  careful 
examination,  and  he  ought  to  testify  from 
his  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     I  object  to  it. 

Mr.  Xewcombe:  I  submit  in  my  hypo- 
thetical question  I  stated  the  facts  that 
he  stated  he  found. 

3426  Mr.  Wallace:  Objected  to  on  the 
ground  there  is  no  question  about  the 
blows  with  the  sashweight.  He  starts  off 
with  that. 

Mr.  Xewcombe:  I  did  include  that,  Mr. 
Wallace.  In  my  questions  I  have  included 
blows  from  the  metal  sashweight. 

Mr.  Miller:  Furthermore,  if  your  Hon- 
or please,  there  is  no  specific  mention  of 
the  time,  whether  as  between  the  time 
the  metal  weight  struck  the  scalp  or 
forehead   and    the    time    of   asphyxiation. 
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There  has  to  be  some  specific  time  elaps- 
ing between  these  three  incidents. 

The  Court:  If  in  the  hypothetical  ques- 
tion as  put  there  is  nothing  omitted,  that 
counsel  can  suggest,  the  court  will  over- 
rule the  objection. 

Mr.  Miller:    I  respectfully  except. 
Mr.  Hazelton:     I  except. 
A.  That  would  in  itself  cause  death. 
Q.  What  was  your  answer  to  that?  3428 

A.  That  would  in  itself  cause  death. 
Q.  Assuming,  doctor,  that  the  decedent  had 
been  struck  upon  his  head  by  this  metal  sash- 
weight  at  the  place  causing  the  lacerations 
thereon  which  you  have  described,  and  that  there 
had  been  placed  in  his  nostrils  and  in  his  mouth 
and  over  the  same  cotton  waste,  and  assuming 
that  there  had  been  administered  a  quan  tity  of 
chloroform,  and  that  there  had  been  found  in 
his  brain  after  his  death  45  milograms  of  chloro- 
form per  kilo  of  brain  tissue,  and  assuming  fur- 
ther that  the  hands  and  feet  of  the  decedent 
had  been  found  as  you  have  described  and  the 
nose  and  mouth  buried  in  a  pillow  as  you  have 
described  it,  would  that  in  your  opinion  be  a 
sufficient  and  competent  producing  cause  for  the 
death  of  the  decedent. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that,  if  it 
pleases  the  court  on  this  ground,  there  is 
included  in  the  question  facts  that  have 
not  as  yet  been  introduced  in  evidence. 
I  do  not  recall  the  doctor  having  sa'd 
anything  to  the  effect  that  a  certain  num- 


3429 
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ber  of  kilograms  of  chloroform  were  found 
in  the  brain  of  the  deceased.  I  did  not 
hear  that. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  will  promise  to  con- 
nect it  up  by  Dr.  Goettler,  who  will  be  the 
next  witness.  It  is  more  convenient  in 
my  order  of  proof  to  ask  it  at  this  time, 
but  if  the  objection  is  persisted  in,  I  will 
excuse  Dr.  Neail  for  a  moment,  and  put 

3431  Dr.  Goettler  on  as  to  the  chemical  analy- 
sis of  the  brain. 

The  Court:  The  court  sustains  the  ob- 
jection. You  may  be  excused.  Is  it  the 
request  of  counsel  that  the  witnesses  now 
excused  temporarily,  leave  the  court  room? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     No,  sir. 

The  Court:  Let  it  appear  that  his  pre- 
sence is  consented  to.  The  court  would 
likewise  like  to  ask  counsel  whether  wit- 
nesses who  have  completed  their  testi- 
mony shall  leave  the  court  room  or  may 

3432  they  remain  in  the  court  room? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  They  may  remain,  your 
Honor. 

The  Court:     Let  the  record  so  show. 

ROBERT  J.  TUCKER,  residing  at  19020  Ja- 
maica Avenue,  Hollis,  called  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  People,  being  duly  sworn,  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  police  department 

of  the  City  of  New  York?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Dr.  Neail,  the  Assistant  County  Medi- 
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cal  Examiner  deliver  any  jars  to  you  on  March 
21st,  1927,  for  delivery  to  Dr.  Goettler?  A.  Yes, 
sir,  I  got  from  the  Medical  Examiner,  Dr.  Neail, 
two  glass  jars  and  a  container  to  deliver  to  the 
Chemical  Laboratory,  Bellevue  Hospital,  East 
29th  Street  and  First  Avenue,  New  York. 

Q.  Were  they  sealed  by  Dr.  Neail  before  de- 
livery to  you?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  were  the  seals  intact  at  the  time  you 
delivered  them  to  Dr.   Goettler?     A.  Yes,   sir.       3434 

Mr.  Newcombe:    That  is  all,  Mr.  Tucker. 

The  Court:     Any  cross? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     No  cross. 

Mr.   Miller:     No   cross  examination. 

ALEXANDER  0.  GETTLER,  of  115  Penn  Street, 
Brooklyn,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  People,  having  been  first  duly 
sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  3435 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Doctor,  are  you  a  physician  duly  licensed 
and  authorized  to  practice  medicine  in  the  State 
of  New  York?  A.  No,  sir.  I  am  associate  Pro- 
fessor of  Chemistry  and  Toxicology  in  the  Medi- 
cal College  of  New  York  University.  I  am  in 
charge  of  the  chemical  work  at  Bellevue  and 
allied  hospitals,  and  toxicologist  to  the  Chief 
Medical  Examiner's  office  in  New  York  City. 

Q.  Doctor,  did  you  receive  the  three  jars  or  two 
jars  and  a  container  from  Officer  Tucker  on 
March  21,  1927?    A.  I  did. 
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Q.  And  they  came  from  Dr.  Neail? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial. 
The  Court:     Sustained. 

Q.  Were  the  seals  intact  on  those  jars  when 
you  got  them,  Dr.  Gettler?     A.  The  seals  were 
intact, 
o  ,o7        Q-  Did  you  recognize  any  writing  on  the  seals 
as  the  writing  of  any  one  you  knew?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Whose  writing  was   it?     A.  Dr.   Neail. 

Q.  What  organs  of  the  human  body  or  parts 
of  the  human  body  were  in  those  containers, 
Doctor?  A.  The  brain,  blood,  and  stomach  con- 
tents. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  chemical  analysis  of  the 
brain,  blood  and  stomach  contents?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  the  analysis  disclose,  Doctor? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
3438  petent,  irrelevant  and  immaterial,  the  ob- 

ject being  spoken  about  not  having  been 
associated  with  the  deceased  as  yet. 

The   Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton.  Exception.  I  do  not 
believe,  your  Honor,  that  Dr.  Neail  said 
that  he  had  taken  the  object  that  was  in 
the  container  from  the  body  of  the  de- 
ceased and  delivered  it  to  the  messenger, 
who  has  testified,  for  delivery  to  this  doc- 
tor.    I  believe  it  has  to  be  connected. 

The  Court:  The  Court  is  of  the  recol- 
lection   that   he    did    not    so    state.      The 
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Court  would  suggest  that  Dr.  Neail  be 
again  put  on  the  stand  to  supply  that  de- 
ficiency. The  Court  did  not  hear  the  doc- 
tor testify  as  to  what  went  in  the  con- 
tainer, but  in  the  jars,  yes. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     Step  off  the  stand  a 
moment,   Dr.   Gettler,   please. 


HOWARD  NEAIL,  resumed  the  witness  stand: 


3440 


Direct  Examination 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Doctor,  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you 
gave  two  jars  and  a  container  to  Officer  Tucker 
for  delivery  to  Dr.  Gettler,  is  that  correct?  A. 
I  did  so  say. 

Q.  What  was  in  the  two  jars  and  in  the  con- 
tainer? A.  One  jar,  the  brain  of  one  Albert 
Snyder,  and  in  the  containers  —  one  contained 
blood  from  the  body  of  Albert  Snyder,  and  the 
other  the  stomach  contents  from  the  body  of 
Albert  Snyder.  3441 

Q.  And  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  sealed 
these  containers  and  delivered  them  to  Tucker 
for  delivery  to  Dr.  Gettler?    A.  I  did. 

ALEXANDER    0.    GOETTLER,    resumed    the 
stand   : 

Direct  Examination   (Continued) 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  chemical  test  and  analysis? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Of  the  stomach  contents  and  the  blood  and 
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the  brain  that  was  in  those  containers  that  you 
received  from   Officer   Tucker?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Will  you  state,  please,  the  result  of  that 
chemical  test  or  analysis?  A.  I  analyzed  the 
brain  for  alcohol,  for  anesthetics  and  for  pois- 
ons. I  found  present  in  the  brain  grain  alcohol, 
quantitatively  estimated  at  three-tenths  of  one 
per  cent,  which  represents  a  three-plus  alco- 
holic brain.     I  also  found  present  in  the  brain 

3443  chloroform,     quantitatively     estimated     at     44.8 
milligrams  per  kilogram   of  brain. 

Q.  Did  you  make  an  examination  for  other 
forms  of  poison?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  any.  A.  There  were  no  other 
poisons  present. 

Q.  I  show  you  the  sashweight.  I  think  it  is 
People's  Exhibit  3  for  identification.  And  I  ask 
you  if  you  made  a  chemical  test  of  the  sash- 
weight.    A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  did  you  make  that  test,  Doctor?  A. 
When  this  sashweight  was  brought  to  me  I  first 
examined  it  by  the  naked  eye  as  to  spatters  or 
spots  of  blood.  I  could  see  no  spatters  nor  spots 
of  blood.  I  then  proceeded  to  carefully  wash 
off  the  sashweight  with  a  glass  rod,  rubber 
tipped  using  distilled  water,  a  small  portion  of 
distilled  water,  trying  to  wash  off  if  there  is 
any  trace  of  blood  there  at  all.  This  washing 
was  then  tested  for  blood,  using  two  drops  for 
each  test.  One  test  reduced  phenolphthalein  re- 
action was  defined.  The  guaiac  reaction  and  the 
benzidin  reaction  were  very  slight.  The  rest  of 
the  washing  I  concentrated  by  warmth  and 
vacuum  to  a  small   volume,   approximately   one 
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drop,  and  examined  this  under  the  microspectro- 
scope.  Two  faint  bands,  very  faint,  correspond- 
ing to  oxyhemoglobin  were  noticed.  The  test 
for  human  blood  could  not  be  performed  because 
of  the  qualitative  reactions  as  to  blood  in  gen- 
eral. I  could  see  that  the  amount  present  was 
so  slight  that  the  precipitin  reaction  for  human 
blood  could  not  be  performed. 

Q.  You  have  used  some  technical  terms,  Doc- 
tor, which  I  do  not  imagine  all  of  the  members  3446 
of  the  jury  understand  and  I  do  not  understand, 
but  boiled  down  the  result  of  your  test  showed 
traces  of  blood  but  not  sufficient  to  determine 
whether  or  not  it  was  human  blood,  is  that  it  ? 
A.  That  is  it. 

Mr.  Miller:     No  cross-examination. 


Cross  Examination 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  You  say,  Dr.  Goettler,  that  there  was  an 
examination  made  of  the  stomach  contents;  is 
that   right? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  And  was  that  examination  or  test  made  by 
you? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Did  you  find  any  traces  of  poisoning  of 
any  kind  in  the  stomach? 

A.  I  found  the  same  thing  qualitatively  as  I 
found  in  the  brain,  and  in  the  blood,  that  is,  a 
large  amount  of  alcohol  was  present  in  the  sto- 
mach content,  and  only  the  faintest  trace  of 
chloroform. 
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HOWARD  W.  NEAIL,  recalled  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  people,  testifies  as  follow: 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Doctor,  assuming  that  the  decedent  had 
been  struck  on  his  head  by  a  blunt  instrument, 
this  metal  sash  weight,  marked  for  identification, 
at  the  places  causing  the  injuries  and  lacera- 
tions  thereon,   which  you   have   described,   and 

3449  that  there  had  been  placed  in  his  nostrils  and  in 
his  mouth  and  over  the  same  cotton  waste;  and 
assuming  that  there  had  been  administered  a 
quantity  of  alcohol  —  a  quantity  of  chloroform, 
I  should  say  —  and  that  there  had  been  found  in 
his  brain,  after  his  death,  48.8  milligrams  per 
kilo  of  brain  tissue;  and  assuming  further  that 
the  hands  and  feet  of  the  decedent  had  been 
bound  as  you  have  described,  and  the  nose  and 
mouth  buried  in  a  pillow,  as  you  have  described, 
would  that,  in  your  opinion,  be  a  sufficient  and 
competent  producing  cause  of  the  death  of  this 

3450  decedent? 

Mr.  Millard:  That  is  objected  to,  if 
your  Honor  please,  on  the  ground  that 
the  question  is  too  general  it  is  not  speci- 
fic. It  does  not  show  the  lapse  of  time 
between  the  time  the  blow  was  struck  on 
the  forehead,  if  that  is  the  assumption, 
and  the  time  the  waste  was  put  in  the 
mouth  and  the  time  the  wire  was  put 
around  the  neck. 

The   Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Millard:    Exception. 
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Mr.  Hazleton:  The  defendant  Snyder 
objects,  if  it  pleases  the  Court,  for  the 
reason  that  the  question  is  hypothetically 
improper,  in  that  it  includes  an  assumption 
of  fact  not  yet  testified  to,  to  wit,  that 
the  deceased  was  struck  upon  the  head 
by  a  sash  weight  which  has  been  marked 
for  identification.  That  has  not  been  testi- 
fied to.  Therefore,  it  cannot  be  assumed, 
in  a  hypothetical  question.  3450 

Mr.  Millard:  The  defendant  Gray  fur- 
ther objects  upon  the  ground  of  indefmite- 
ness,  its  failure  to  be  specific  or  to  indi- 
cate in  any  way  how  these  various  ele- 
ments contributed  or  might  have  contri- 
buted to  the  death  of  the  individual. 

There  was  no  possible  way,  if  the  an- 
swer 1  were  made  in  the  affirmative,  of 
stating  what  was  the  cause  of  death. 

The  Court:     It  is  the  Court's  recollec- 
tion that  the  witness  has  testified  that  the 
wound  on  the  head  might  have  been  pro-     3453 
duced  by  such  an  instrument  as  the  sash 
weight.     The   objection  is  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception. 

Mr.  Millard:     I  respectfully  except. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Before  the  question  is 
answered  I  want  to  say  that  I  stated,  in 
error,  48.8  milograms;  it  should  be  44.8 
milograms. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  The  defendant  Snyder 
also  objects  on  the  ground  that  the  ques- 
tion is  hypothetically  improper,  in  that 
it  assumes  that  there  is  evidence  to  the 
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effect  that  chloroform  and  or  alcohol  were 
administered,  and  there  is  no  direct  evi- 
dence as  yet  by  any  witness  to  that  effect. 

The   Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.   Hazelton:      I   respectfully   except. 

Mr.  Millard:    "We  except  as  well. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Would  your  Honor 
mind  if  I  repeated  the  question,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  jury  as  well  as  the  witness! 
34.55  The   Court:     The   question  may   be  re- 

peated. 

Q.  Assuming,  doctor,  that  the  decedent  had 
been  struck  upon  the  head  by  the  metal  sash 
weight  marked  for  identification  at  the  places 
and  causing  the  injuries  and  lacerations  which 
you  have  already  described,  and  that  there  had 
been  placed  in  his  nostrils  and  in  his  mouth  and 
over  the  same  cotton  waste;  and  assuming  that 
there  had  been  administered  a  quantity  of  chlo- 
roform, and  that  there  had  been  found  in  his 
3456  brain,  after  his  death,  44.8  milograms  of  chloro- 
form per  kilo  of  brain  tissue;  and  assuming, 
further,  that  the  hands  and  feet  of  the  decedent 
had  been  bound  as  you  have  described  and  the 
nose  and  mouth  buried  in  a  pillow,  as  you  have 
described  it  here;  would  that,  in  your  opinion, 
be  a  sufficient  and  competent  producing  cause 
of  the  death  of  the  decedent? 

A.  It  would. 

Q.  Assuming,  doctor,  that  the  decedent  had 
been  struck  upon  his  head  by  this  metal  sash 
weight,  marked  for  identification,  at  the  places 
and  causing  the  lacerations  and  injuries  there- 
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on  which  you  have  described,  and  that  there 
had  then  been  placed  in  his  nostrils  and  in  his 
mouth  and  over  the  same  cotton  waste  and  a 
handkerchief;  and  assuming  that  there  had 
been  administered  a  quantity  of  chloform,  and 
that  there  had  been  found  in  his  brain,  after  his 
been  administered  a  quantity  of  chloroform,  and 
brain  tissue;  and  assuming,  further,  that  the 
hands  and  feet  of  the  decedent  had  been  bound 
as  you  have  described,  and  the  nose  and  mouth  3453 
buried  in  a  pillow,  as  you  have  described,  and 
assuming  further  that  there  had  been  tightened 
about  the  neck  of  the  decedent,  at  the  place  of  the 
furrow,  which  you  have  described,  this  wire, 
which  is  in  evidence,  and  which  you  found 
about  his  neck  at  the  time  of  the  first  examina- 
tion; would  that,  in  your  opinion,  be  a  sufficient 
and  competent  producing  cause  of  the  death  of 
the  decedent? 
A.  It  would. 

Mr.   Hazelton:     The   defendant   Snyder     3459 
objects  upon  the  ground  that  the  question 
is  hypothetically  improper,  in  that  it  as- 
sumes facts  that   are  not  as  yet  in  evi- 
dence. 

The  Court:  The  Court  would  suggest 
that  you  name  the  facts  which  you  find 
omitted. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  Yes.  These  facts:  One, 
that  chloroform  was  administered;  two: 
That  there  was  chloroform  upon  the  waste. 

The  Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception. 


1154 
Howard  0.  Neail — Cross  Examination 

3460  Called  in  behalf  of  People 

Mr.  Millard:  We  further  object,  your 
Honor,  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  Gray 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  hypothetical 
question  is  so  indefinite  and  non-specific 
in  character  that  were  the  question  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative  or  in  the  nega- 
tive, no  information  as  to  the  cause  of 
death  of  this  particular  individual  could 
be  ascertained. 

3461  The  Court:     Objection   overruled. 
Mr.  Millard:    Exception. 

A.  It  would. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  That  is  all  the  direct 
examination  of  this  witness,  pour  Honor. 
Honor. 

The  Court:  The  defendant  Snyder  will 
lead   in   the    cross-examination. 

Cross-Examination 

3462  By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Dr.  Neail,  you  say  that  there  were  three 
lacerated  wounds,  is  that  right? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  such  wounds  could  be 
administered  by  the  use  of  that  weight,  were 
the  impact  of  sufficient  force  behind  it? 

A.  They  could  be. 

Q.  Take  those  in  front;  could  either  one  of 
them  in  itself  produce  death,  in  your  opinion? 

A.  Not  at  the  time. 

Q.  Not  at  the  time? 

A.  No. 
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Q.  At  any  time?  A.  Providing  they  had  been 
infected,  yes. 

Q.  Provided  they  had  been  infected?  A.  If 
they  had  become  infected. 

Q.  But  I  mean  one  of  those  wounds  at  that 
time,  the  size  of  the  wounds,  would  that  alone — 
was  the  blow  sufficient  to  have  caused  death? 
A.  No. 

Q.  "Was  the  second  sufficient  to  have  caused 
death?     A.  No.  ;^464 

Q.  Would  the  two,  taken  together  with  the 
one  on  the  back  of  the  head,  have  been  sufficient  ? 
A.  No. 

Q.  You  maintain,  do  you,  that  all  of  these 
other  wounds  were  that  contributed  with  them 
in  causing  death?  A.  It  did. 

Q.  Would  this  strangulation  have  been  suffi- 
cient to  cause  death  if  none  of  the  other  injuries 
existed?     A.  It  would  have. 

Q.  That     alone    could    have    been    sufficient, 

could  it?     A.  That  alone. 

3405 

Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 

Cross   Examination 

By  Mr.  Miller: 

Q.  Doctor,  with  reference  to  the  examination 
of  the  abrasion  about  the  neck,  did  that  indicate 
to  you  that  there  was  a  struggle?  A.  Not  neces- 
sarily. 

Q.  What  did  your  answer  mean,  "Not  neces- 
sarily"? What  do  you  mean  by  that?  A.  Those 
wounds;  external  traumatism. 

Q.  In  other  words,  your  examination  does  not 
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disclose   accurately  as  to  whether   or  no   there 
was  a  struggle?    A.  The  examination  — 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that,  your 
Honor,  as  incompetent,  irrelevant  and  im- 
material. 

The  Court:     Objection  sustained. 

Q.  From  your  experience  as  a  medical  exam- 
oj/>y    iner  would  you  say  that  the  abrasions  and  con- 
tusions about  the  neck  indicate  a  struggle? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that  as  in- 
competent, irrelevant  and  immaterial,  and 
within  the  province  of  the  jury. 

The  Court:     Objection  sustained. 

Q.  Do  the  furrows  of  the  neck,  doctor,  indi- 
cate a  struggle? 
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Mr.  Hazelton:     Same  objection,  for  the 
same  reason. 
The  Court:     Objection  sustained. 

Q.  Now,  doctor,  you  stated  that  you  had  some 
jars  which  indicated  that  the  blood  about  the 
mouth  showed  a  frothy  condition.  Will  you 
explain  what  caused  that  frothy  condition? 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  do  not  understand  the 
question. 

The  "Witness:     I  don't  understand. 

The  Court:  One  at  a  time,  gentlemen. 
The  question  does  not  seem    — 
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By  the  Court: 

Q.  Doctor,  was  the  question  which  was  put 
to  you,  clear  to  you?  A.  No,  it  was  not,  your 
Honor. 

The    Court:     The    court    suggests    that 
the  question  be  refrained. 
Mr.  Miller:     Yes,  sir. 


3470 


By  Mr.  Miller: 

Q.  Doctor,  you  stated  at  the  time  you  examined 
the  body  you  found  about  the  mouth  a  frothy 
condition  of  blood?  A.  I  stated  this,  that  there 
was  no  bleeding  from  the  ears,  there  was  slight 
bleeding  from  both  nostrils,  and  no  bleeding 
from  the  mouth.    No  frothy  blood  in  the  mouth. 

Q.  Now,  doctor,  what  in  your  opinion  was  the 
immediate  cause  of  death?     A.  Asphyxia. 

Q.  And  was  it  caused  by  pressure  of  a  hand, 
or  would  you  say  it  was  caused  by  the  tighten- 
ing of  the  wire  about  the  neck?  A.  Tightening 
of  the  wire  about  the  neck.     Oh —  wtl 

Q.  And  not  by  pressure  of  any  hand  or  any 
other  incident?  A.  Asphyxia  due  to  strangula- 
tion caused  by  the  wire.  Asphyxia  may  have 
been  caused  by  the  man's  unconscious  condition, 
nose  and  mouth  buried  in  the  pillow.  That  also 
will  cause  asphyxia. 

Q.  Now,  if  you  please,  doctor,  from  your  ex- 
amination, is  there  any  evidence  to  show  a 
struggle?     A.  No. 

Mr.  Hazelton:    Wait  —  well,  let  the  an- 
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swer  stay.     There  is  no  objection  to  the 
answer,  the  answer  being  no. 

Mr.  Miller:  No  further  cross  examina- 
tion by  the  defendant  Gray. 

Redirect  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  In  answer  to  Mr.  Wallace's  question,  I  un- 
derstood you  to  say  that  the  picture  wire  alone, 
without  the  other  matters  you  have  described, 

3473  could  have  caused  death?    A.  It  would. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  to  ask  you  could  the  other 
matters  you  have  described  leaving  out  the  pic- 
ture wire,  cause  death?    A.  It  would. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  One  moment.  I  object 
unless  he  specifies,  if  the  court  please. 

The  Court:  The  court  sustains  the  ob- 
jection. The  answer  will  be  stricken  from 
the  record. 

Q.  Doctor,  in  order  that  we  may  be  clear  on 

3474  that  point  — 

The  Court:  The  court  holds  the  ques- 
tion too  general. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  It  was  identical  with 
Mr.  Wallace's,  that  is  why  I  asked  it  in 
that  way. 

Q.  In  answer  to  Mr.  Wallace  you  testified  the 
picture    wire    alone    could    have    caused    death 
without  the  other  factors  I  have  described.    Now, " 
I  want  to  leave  the  picture  wire  out  of  the  pic- 
ture for  a  moment,  and  ask  you  if  the  blows  on 
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the  head  from  the  metal  sashweight,  the  stuffing 
of  the  nose  and  mouth  with  cotton  waste,  44.8 
milograms  of  chloroform  in  each  brain  tissue  — 
kilo  of  brain  tissue,  the  burying  of  the  nose  and 
mouth  in  the  pillow,  the  binding  of  the  hands  and 
the  feet,  would  those  in  themselves  be  a  sufficient 
producing  cause  for  death,  doctor? 

Mr.   Hazelton:     Objected   to    upon    the 
ground  it  is  incompetent,  irrelevant   and     qajk 
immaterial,   and  the   specific   ground,   too 
general. 

The  Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception,  sir. 

A.  They  would. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all,  doctor. 
Mr.  Millard:     Just  one  question. 

Re  Cross  Examination  by  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  the  blows  upon  the     .^7 
head  could  not  of  themselves  have  caused  death? 
A.  Not  of  themselves.     Not  at  the  time. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  state,  doctor,  whether  the 
pillow,  plus  the  cotton  waste  stuffed  in  the  nose 
and  mouth,  could  have  caused  death  of  itself? 
A.  The  question  is  — 

The   Court:     You  were   asked   whether 
you  can  or  not. 

Q.  Whether  the  chloroform  in  the  pillow  in 
which  his  face  was  buried.  A.  I  have  not  heard 
anything  about  chloroform  in  a  pillow. 
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Q.  Well,  the  chloroform  and  the  cotton  waste 
which  you  assumed  in  your  hypothetical  ques- 
tion there  to  the  —  as  a  contributing  cause  of 
death,  whether  the  chloroform  and  the  cotton 
waste  as  used  and  as  stated  in  the  hypothetical 
question  could  of  itself  or  of  themselves  have 
caused  death  alone?     A.  It  would. 

Q.  By  asphyxia?     A.  By  asphyxia. 

Q.  And  the  wire  tied  about  the  neck  plus  the 

3479  llse  °f  the  chloroform  and  the  cotton  waste  in 
that  particular  could  both  together  have  caused 
death.    A.  They  would. 

Re  Cross  Examination  by  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  What  I  am  interested  in  is  this;  could 
either  of  these  lacerations  which  it  is  assumed 
were  occasioned  by  the  blow  of  the  sashweight, 
could  either  one,  two  or  three  or  all  taken  to- 
gether, would  either  of  them  be  a  producing 
cause  of  death?    A.  No,  it  would  not. 

3480  Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 

Mr.    Newcombe:      He    said    that    three 
times. 

WILLIAM  H.  KNIGHT,  of  No.  3083  -  30th 
Street,  Astoria,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  been  first  duly 
sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Knight,  you  are  the  surveyor  who  made 
this  plan,  People's  Exhibit  No.  2?  A.  May  I 
step  there  and  look  at  it? 
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Q.  (Handing  papers  to  the  witness).  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Just  keep  that  before  you.  I  call  your 
attention  to  what  you  have  marked  on  that 
survey  as  ''Electric  light  pole,"  and  at  another 
point,  "Electric  light"?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  high  is  that  pole?  A.  This  light  or 
the  pole? 

Q.  I  will  change  it.  How  high  is  that  light 
from  the  ground?     A.  14  1-2  feet.  34 g2 

Q.  How  far  distant  is  that  light  from  No. 
9327  222nd  Street,  Queens  Village?  A.  From 
the  second  story  window  over  the  extension  on 
the  sun  porch  it  is  78  1-2  feet. 

Q.  How  high  is  the  second  story  window  that 
you  have  described,  from  the  ground?  A.  That 
was  within  an  inch  of  the  other,  an  inch  or 
two. 

Q.  An  inch  or  two  of  14  feet  and  6  inches?  A. 
Yes.  I  think  I  have  it  marked  here.  I  will 
give  it  to  you  exactly.    13  feet  and  8  1-2  inches. 

Q.  Into  what  room  did  that  light  shine?     A.     3483 
In   the   front   of   the   front   bedroom   there    are 
three  windows. 

Q.  Will  you  mark  the  room  or  the  windows 
through  which  that  light  shone?  Mark  it  on 
the  second  floor  plan,  please.  A.  I  mark  them 
with  an  "X,"  the  three  windows. 

Q.  And  those  are  the  windows  through  which 
the  light  shone?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  again  look  at  the  second  floor 
plan,  at  that  same  room  in  which  you  describe 
the  light  from  that  electric  light  came,   and  I 
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call  your  attention  to  what  you  have  marked  on 
there  as  "twin  beds"?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  far  is  the  edge  of  the  bed  nearest  the 
door  that  leads  into  the  hallway  to  that  door 
opening? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  it  on  the 
ground  that  the  physical  condition  pre- 
vailing at  the  time  the  witness  made  the 
3435  examination  has  not  been  proven  to  have 

been  continued  as  the  same  at  the  time 
of  the  crime.  I  do  not  want  to  be  too 
technical,  your  Honor. 

The  Court:     Objection  sustained. 

Q.  What  is  the  distance,  Mr.  Knight,  from 
the  door  of  the  room  that  you  have  marked  "bed- 
room," adjoining  this  front  room,  how  far  dis- 
tant is  the  door  to  that  room  from  the  door  to 
the  front  room?  A.  I  have  it  marked  4  feet  2 
inches,  but  that  takes  to  the  outside,  to  the 
3486  casing  on  the  front  room.  You  might  say  4  feet 
2  inches,  because  the  door  closed  flush  with  the 
front  room. 

Q.  It  is  not  more  than  that,  is  it.  4  feet  2 
inches?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  far  is  it  from  the  edge  of  the  door- 
way that  leads  into  that  front  room  to  the 
doorway  of  the  closet  which  you  have  marked 
on  this  plan  in  that  front  room?  A.  The  closet 
on  222nd  Street,  what  closet? 

Q.  Yes,  that  is  the  closet  ?  A.  It  is  7  feet 
8  inches. 

Q.  And  how  wide  are  the  beds?    A.  3  1-2  feet. 
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Q.  A  piece?     A.  Each. 

Mr.  Miller:  No  questions  for  the  de- 
fendant   Gray. 

Mr.  Wallace:     No  questions. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  I  show  the  jury 
that  plan,  and  I  think  it  might  conveni- 
ence the  jurors.  I  have  a  copy  here,  so 
that  they  can  use  it,  if  there  is  no  objec- 
tion. 

The  Court:    It  is  suggested  the  District     3488 
Attorney  avail  himself  of  a  copy,  to  the 
end  that  the  jury  may  have  one  copy  and 
the  counsel  or  the  District  Attorney  the 
other. 

Mr.  Wallace:  During  the  examination 
of  this  witness,  or  all  witnesses? 

The  Court:     So  long  as  you  consent. 

Mr.  Wallace:  You  mean,  to  look  at  it 
now  and  hand  it  back? 

The  Court:  Until  objection  is  made, 
the  Court  will  understand  that  duplicate 
plans  may  be  used.  The  exhibit  is  evi- 
dence the  jury  will  use  and  counsel  shall 
have  the  duplicate  for  their  convenience. 
Let  the  record  so  show. 

Mr.   Miller:     No   objection. 

Mr.  Wallace:     No  objection. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Would  it  hasten  mat- 
ters, your  Honor,  if  I  would  let  them  have 
a  copy  of  it,  too? 

Mr.  Hazelton:    Yes,  that  is  all  right. 

The  Court:     Yes. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  the  jury  also  in- 
spect the  exhibit  No.  1? 


3489 
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The  Court:  The  jury  may  examine  any 
exhibit  that  has  been  marked  in  evidence. 
The  sashweight  has  only  been  marked  for 
identification,  as  I  recall  it. 

JOSEPH  M.  FAERELL,  of  No.  66  East  190th 
Street,  Bronx,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  been  first 
duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

3491  ^.      M  _        .     A. 
Direct  Examination 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  What  is  your  present  business,  Mr.  Farrell? 
A.  I  am  office  manager  of  the  Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel. 

Q.  That  is  at  34th  Street  and  Fifth  Avenue, 
Manhattan?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  office  manager, 
Mr.  Farrell?     A.  Three  years. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  Henry  Judd 
Gray?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

3492  Q.  Do  you  know  the  woman  sitting  at  the  end 
of  the  table,  who  is  Mrs.  Ruth  Snyder?  A.  I 
know  the  lady  as  Mrs.  Gray. 

Q.  Indicating  the  defendant  Snyder?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Just  for  the  purposes 
of  the  record  I  want  the  identification 
complete,  your  Honor. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     We  concede  the  identi- 
fication.   There  is  no  dispute  in  so  far  as  , 
that  is  concerned. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  the  defendant  Gray  and 
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the  defendant  Snyder,  Mr.  Farrell?  A.  At  the 
Hotel.  At  the  registration  desk,  at  the  mail  desk 
and  at  the  information  desk. 

Q.  You  say  you  knew  the  defendant  Snyder 
as  Mrs.  Gray!    A.  As  Mrs.  Gray. 

Q.  And  was  she  known  in  the  hotel  as  Mrs. 
Gray?    A.  As  Mrs.  Gray. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Snyder  and  the  defendant  Gray 
register  at  the  Hotel  Waldorf?  A.  Numerous 
times,  yes,  sir.  3494 

Q.  And  under  what  name  was  the  registration 
made?  A.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray  or  H.  Judd 
Gray. 

Q.  And  they  were  assigned  to  one  room?  A. 
They  were  assigned  to  a  room  every  time  they 
registered. 

Q.  The  point  I  want  to  make,  Mr.  Farrell,  is, 
were  they  assigned  to  one  or  two  rooms?  When 
they  registered  as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gray  were  they 
assigned  to  one  room?     A.  One  room,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  defendant  Gray  regis- 
ter at  the  Hotel  Waldorf?    A.  Yes,  sir.  3495 

Q.  And  you  have  seen  him  write?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  familiar  with  his  handwriting?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  defendant  Snyder 
register  at  the  Waldorf  Astoria  Hotel?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  she  registered  under  what  name?  A. 
Under  the  name  of  Gray  — 

Q.  As  Mrs.  J.  —     A.  Henry  Judd  Gray. 

Q.  As  Henry  Judd  Gray?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  show  you  these  sheets  of  paper,  with  the 
cards  attached,  and  ask  you   if  you  have  pro- 
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duced  those  from  the  records  of  the  Waldorf- 
Astoria  Hotel?  A.  (Examining)  Yes,  sir,  these 
are  our  records. 

Q.  Your   original  records?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  And  what  records  are  they,  Mr.  Farrell? 
A.  Eecords  of  bills   and   registration. 

Q.  The  original  registration  sheets  that  are 
signed  by  guests  at  the  hotel  when  they  come 
in,  before  they  are  assigned  to  rooms?     A.  As 

3497  *key  register,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  those  sheets  and  tell  me 
what  sheets  you  have  there  which  show  the 
registration  of  Henry  Judd  Gray  or  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  H.  Judd  Gray,  or  Mrs.  Gray! 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that,  if  the 
pleases  the  Court,  unless  the  witness  is 
able  to  definitely  state  that  the  defend- 
ant Snyder  was  the  female  who  registered 
with  the  defendant  Gray  every  time  he 
registered  at  that  hotel. 

3498  Mr.  Newcombe:    I  am  asking  as  to  these 
specific  dates,  your  Honor. 

The  Court,  The  first  question,  it  would 
seem  to  the  Court,  would  be  the  identifi- 
cation of  the  signature. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  That  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to. 

The  Court:  After  that,  I  take  it,  that 
the  events  will  come  in  their  proper  order. 
The  Court,  will  allow  the  question  for  the  „ 
moment  to  be  withdrawn,  for  the  purposes 
of  a  recess.  The  witness  may  examine 
these  papers,  so  that  he  may  be  prepared 
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to  give  his  answer  when  the  question  is 
repeated.  Before  the  adjournment  is  tak- 
en the  officers  take  the  customary  oath. 

(Officers  McCardel,  Reed,  Sheedy,  Fox, 
Frost,  Burke,  and  Hagen,  the  officers  in 
charge  of  the  jury,  were  then  duly  sworn.) 

The  Court:  Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  we 
are  about  to  take  the  noon  recess.  The 
Court  admonishes  you  not  to  speak  about 
the  case  among  yourselves,  nor  to  suffer  3500 
anyone  to  speak  to  you  about  it.  You  are 
not  to  read  accounts  of  the  proceedings 
here  or  anything  with  reference  to  this 
case,  and  you  are  to  keep  your  minds 
open  until  the  case  is  finally  submitted 
to  you  for  your  verdict. 

The  Court  will  take  a  recess  until  2.00 
o'clock.     The  defendants  will  retire. 

(Recess  until  2.00  P.  M.) 


AFTER  RECESS. 

JOSEPH  M.  FARRELL  resumes  the  stand. 

« 

By  Mr.   Newcombe: 

Q.  I  will  withdraw  that  last  question.  I  will 
ask  you  this  question,  Mr.  Farrell.  Will  you 
look  at  those  sheets  and  tell  me  what  sheets  you 
have  there  which  show  the  signature  of  Henry 
Judd  Gray?  A.  I  have  a  sheet  dated  April  8th, 
1926. 

Q.  Now,  let  me  see  that,  please.  A.  H.  Judd 
Gray  and  wife. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  signature  of  the  defendant 
Gray?     A.  Mr.  Gray. 


8501 
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(Paper  handed  counsel.) 

Q.  Go  on. 

The  Court:  Had  we  not  better  mark  it 
for  identification,  one  by  one,  as  we  go. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  it  for  identifi- 
cation, your  Honor. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Ex- 
hibit No.  4  for  identification,  of  this  date.) 

ocqo        Q-  Proceed.    A.  You  just  want  the  sheet  with 
Mr.  Gray's  signature. 

Q.  Yes,  please.    A.  I  have  another  sheet  dated 
February  16th,  1925,  H.  Judd  Gray. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Mark  that  for  identi- 
fication. 

The  Witness:  And  a  sheet  beneath  that, 
dated  June  14th,  1926. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  it  pleases  the  court, 
I  object  to  this  testimony  or  any  acts 
which  antecedes  the  alleged  conspiracy 
3504  set  forth  in  the  indictment,  as  being  an  act 

of  one  of  the  alleged  co-conspirators  be- 
fore there  is  any  proof  of  the  conspiracy, 
and  consequently  in  no  wise  being  binding 
upon  or  affecting  the  other. 

The   Court:     Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:    I  respectfully  except,  sir. 

The  Witness:  A  sheet  dated  June  14th, 
1926,  H.  J.  Gray  and  wife.    In  his  writing. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  that  that  be 
marked  for  identification. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bits 5  and  6  for  identification  of  this  date). 


3506 
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Q.  Proceed.     A.  On  August   2nd,   1925,  sheet 
with  H.  Judd  Gray's  signature. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  that  that  be 
marked  for  identification. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 7  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  July  27th,  1926,  H.  J. 
Gray. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  that  that  be 
similarly   marked. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhibit 
8  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  August  1st,  1926,  H. 
Judd  Gray. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  that  be  similarly 
marked. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 9  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  August  10th,  1926, 
Mr.  Gray's  writing,  registered  as  Mrs. 
H.  J.  Gray.  3507 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  that  that  be 
similarly  marked. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 10  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  August  18th,  1926,  Mr. 
Gray's  writing,  registered  as  Mrs.  H.  J. 
Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 11  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  September  13th,  1926, 
H.  J.  Gray. 
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(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 12  for  identification,  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  February  19th,  1925, 
H.  Judd  Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit  13  for  identification  of  this   date.) 

The  Witness:  On  January  31st,  1927, 
H.  Judd  Gray. 

(Received   and  marked   People's   Exbi- 

3509  bit  14  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  February  9th,  1927, 
Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray,  in  the  writing  of  Mr. 
Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 15  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  January  15th,  1927, 
H.  Judd  Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 16  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  January  15th,  1927, 
Mrs.  H.  Judd  Gray,  in  the  writing  of  Mr. 

3510  Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 17  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  January  21st,  1927, 
H.  J.  Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 18  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  September  1st,  1926, 
H.  J.  Gray  and  wife,  in  Mr.  Gray's  writ- 
ing. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit  19  for  identification   of  this   date.) 

The   Witness:    On   December   1st,   1926, 
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H.  J.  Gray  and  wife,  in  Mr.  Gray's  writ- 
ing. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 20  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  November  9th,  1926, 
H.  Judd  Gray  and  wife,  Mr.  Gray's  writ- 
ing. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 21  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:     On  January  29th,  1926,     3512 
H.  J.  Gray  and  wife.    Mr.  Gray's  writing. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 22  for  identification,  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness;  February  1st,  1926,  H. 
Judd  Gray. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 23  for  identification,  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  On  February  11th,  1926, 
Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray.     Mr.  Gray's  writing. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 24  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:    On  March  5th,  1926,  H.  J.     3518 
Gray  and  wife.     Mr.  Gray's  writing. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhi- 
bit 25  for  identification,   of  this  date.) 

Mr.  Millard:  May  I  ask  whether  these 
cannot  be  arranged  chronologically  in- 
stead of  this  confused  state. 

The  Court:  Possibly  if  they  are  ad- 
mitted in  evidence  that  they  may  be  put 
in  in  such  order. 

The  Witness:  April  16th,  1926,  H.  J. 
Gray  and  wife. 
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(Received   and  marked   People's   Exhi- 
bit 26  for  identification  of  this   date.) 

Q.  Now,  will  you  look  at  your  sheets,  Mr. 
Farrell,  and  tell  me  what  sheets  you  have  there 
which  show  the  signature  of  the  defendant  Sny- 
der, whom  you  knew  as  Mrs.  Henry  Judd  Gray? 


3515 


Mr.  Hazelton:  First  I  object  to  that 
unless  there  is  sufficient  foundation  laid 
to  the  effect  — 

The  Court:     The  objection  is  sustained. 


Q.  You  have  testified  that  you  kne  wthe  de- 
fendant Snyder  as  Mrs.  Henry  Judd  Gray?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  wife  of  the  defendant  Gray?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  ever  see  her  write?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  did  she  write  while  you  saw  her 
3516  write?  A.  Well,  I  could  tell  you  by  looking  at 
one  of  these  sheets  just  what  she  wrote. 

Q.  Was  it  the  —  well,  look  at  me. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  the  question 
as  not  being  in  proper  form,  to  refresh 
one's  recollection. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  sustained 
in  that  form. 

Q.  You  have  seen  the  defendant  Snyder  write, 
have    you?      A.  Yes,    sir. 

Q.  At  the  hotel?     A.  At  the  desk,  yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Have  you  the  paper  upon  which  she  wrote 
at  that  time  in  your  possession  now?  A.  Yes. 
sir. 

Q.  Will  you  take  out  that  paper?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

The  Court:  I  think  he  should  testify 
whether  or  no  he  can  state  what  she 
wrote,  without  refreshing  his  memory. 

Q.  What    did    she    write    when   you    saw    her     3518 
write? 

The  Court:  Can  you  so  state  with- 
out refreshing  your  memory? 

A.  She  registered  as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Gray. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  The  question  is  whether  you  can  state 
just  what  she  wrote  when  you  saw  her  write 
without  refreshing  your  memory.  If  you  can, 
why  say  yes.  If  you  cannot,  then  you  may  re-  3519 
fresh  your  memory  by  looking  at  the  sheets  you 
have  in  your  hand. 

A.  I  can  tell  you  without  looking  at  a  sheet. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 
Q.  What  was  it? 

The  Court:  You  may  refresh  your 
memory  then  by  looking  at  the  sheet. 

A.  On  April  29,  1926,  Mrs.  Gray  registered  as 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  Judd  Gray. 

Q.  And  when   you   say  Mrs.   Gray,   it   is  the 
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defendant  Kuth  Snyder,  is  that  correct?    A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  it  pleases  the  Court, 
might  you  have  this  question  put,  did  he 
see  her  write  her  name  at  that  time,  and 
that  will  eliminate  the  necessity  of  an 
objection. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  allow  that 
question. 

35*J1 

Q.  You  saw  her  write  that  name  at  that  time? 

A.  Not   at  that   particular  time,  but  I  did   see 

her  write  on  one  occasion  that  I  am  sure  of. 

Q.  What  was  that  date?  A.  I  could  not  say 
on  what  date  — 

Q.  Could  you  by  looking  at  any  paper  or 
memorandum  refresh  your  recollection?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  You  may  look  at  the  paper.    A.  On  Decem- 
ber 16,  1926,  Mrs.  Gray  registered  for  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  H.  Judd  Gray. 
3522        Q.  You  saw  her  write  that?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  your  presence?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  Mrs.  Gray  to  whom  you  refer  is 
the  defendant  Snyder?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  paper  in 
evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  27). 

Q.  Now,  you  are  familiar  with  the  handwriting 
of  the  defendant  Snyder,  whom  you  knew  as 
Mrs.  Gray?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  other  sheets  which 
you  have  in  your  hand  and  tell  me  what  other 
signatures  of  Mrs.  Snyder  you  have  there  on 
those  records?  A.  On  September  10,  1926,  Mrs. 
Snyder  registered  as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  the  Court  pleases,  I  do 
not  see  yet  that  the  witness  has  testified 
that  he  knows  her  signature.  Isn't  it  all 
he  could  testify  to  now  that  it  purports  3504 
to  be  her  signature,  then  let  the  jury 
compare  it  with  these? 

The  Court:  The  Court  understood  the 
witness  to  testify  that  he  knew  her  writ- 
ing, he  saw  her  writing,  and  he  knows 
her  writing.  Now,  how  deep  his  know- 
ledge goes  would  be  a  question  of  fact 
for  the  jury  to  determine,  but  the  wit- 
ness having  testified  that  he  knew  the 
writing  foretold  that  he  has  qualified  at 
least  to  identify  these  papers,  and  the 
jury  may  pass  upon  the  credibility  of  the  3525 
testimony. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     I  have  no  exception. 

A.  (continuing)  On  September  10,  1926,  Mrs. 
Snyder  registered  for  Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray. 

Q.  Assigned  to  what  room?  A.  Assigned  to 
Room  872. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  that  paper  in 
evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  28.) 
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Q.  Proceed.    A.  On  May  21,  1926,  Mrs.  Snyder 
registered  as  Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray. 
Q.  Assigned  to  what  room?     A.  758. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 

evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  29.) 

A.  (continuing)     On  July  15,   1926,  Mr.  and 
0597    Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray. 

Q.  In  the  handwriting  of  the  defendant  Sny- 
der?    A.  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Q.  Assigned  to  what  room?     A.  671. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  in  evi- 
dence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  30.) 

A.  (continuing)    On  July  9,  1926,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
H.  J.  Gray,  assigned  to  Room  674. 
3528        Q-  In  the  handwriting  of  the  defendant  Sny- 
der?    A.  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 

evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  31.) 

A.  (continuing)  On  August  3,  1926,  Mrs.  H. 
J.  Gray. 

Q.  Assigned  to  what  room?     A.  872. 

Q.  Let  me  have  that  date  again.  A.  August 
3,  1926. 

Q.  Assigned  to  Room  872?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Newcombe :    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 

evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  32.) 

A.  (continuing)  February  25,  1927,  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray,  assigned  to  Room  1374. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(The   paper    referred    to    was    received 
in  evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit     okoq 
33. 

A.  (continuing)  On  April  29,  1926,  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  H.  Judd  Gray. 

Q.  In  the  handwriting  of  Mrs.  Snyder?  A. 
Mrs.  Snyder. 

Q.  Assigned  to  what  room!    A.  1021. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  in  evi- 
dence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  34.)     0501 

Q.  Now,  did  the  defendant  Gray  to  your  know- 
ledge ever  bring  to  the  hotel  any  other  woman 
and  represent  her  as  his  wife,  excepting  the 
defendant   Snyder?     A.  No. 

Q.  Now  I  show  you  the  following  exhibits 
marked,  for  identification,  numbered,  respec- 
tively, 22,  24,  25,  4,  26,  6,  10,  11,  19,  21.  20,  17, 
and  15,  which  you  have  testified  are  in  the  hand- 
writing of  the  defendant  Gray  and  I  ask  you 
what  room  assignment  was  made  in  those  cases. 

The  Court:    Mr.  District  Attorney,  have 
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you  handed  these  exhibits  to  the  witness 
in  their  chronological  order? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Yes,  sir;  they  have 
been  arranged  now  according  to  dates. 
That  is  why  the  exhibit  numbers  do  not 
correspond. 

The  Court:  Then,  Mr.  Witness,  kindly 
keep  them  in  the  same  order,  and  read 
them  off. 

3533  Mr.  Newcombe:    And  supplying  the  date 
too,  please  Mr.   Farrell. 

The  Court:  You  will  begin,  then,  as  I 
take  it,  with  Exhibit  No.  4? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Exhibit  No.  22,  your 
Honor. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  the  Court  please,  I 
object  upon  the  ground  that  the  indict- 
ment charges  murder,  and  this  defend- 
ant is  not  being  tried  for  adultery,  and 
these  alleged  acts  antecede  the  conspir- 
acy alleged  in  the  indictment. 
3;)34  Tne    Court:      Objection    overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception. 

The  Witness:  (Examining)  On  Janu- 
ary 29,  1926,  Room  1268. 

Q.  That  is  in  the  handwriting  of  the  defendant 
Gray?     A.  Mr.  Gray,  yes. 

Q.  And  what  is  the  registration,  Mr.  Farrell? 
A.  H.  J.  Gray  and  wife. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 
Mr.  Hazelton :     Will  the  Court  consider  * 
my  objection  as  already  stated  as  being 
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made  to  each  of  these  exhibits  which  have 
been  marked  for  identification,  as  they  are 
respectively  offered  in  evidence? 

The  Court:     Let  the  record  so  show. 

Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  you  will  under- 
stand that  these  papers  are  in  no  wise 
offered  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  any 
other  offense.  The  Court  assumes  that  in 
due  time  it  will  reveal  what  the  purpose  it ; 
and  the  Court  then  will  instruct  you  that  3536 
you  are  not  in  any  wise  to  consider  the 
fact  that  from  this  evidence  it  may  be  de- 
ducted that  adultery  had  been  committed 
or  that  that  has  the  slightest  bearing  upon 
the  indictment  for  which  the  defendants 
are  being  tried. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  might  state  to  your 
Honor  that  the  purpose  is  motive. 

The  Court:  The  Court  assumes  that  the 
purpose  is  to  attempt  to  establish  motive. 
I  assume  the  exhibit  numbers  continue  in 
chronological  order  from  now  on. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  would  prefer  that, 
your  Honor,  because  it  would  be  simpler  in 
addressing  ourselves  at  a  later  date. 

The  Court:  I  think  it  would  be  very 
much  better;  so  now  the  exhibit  number 
will  be  changed  to  bear  a  number  so  that 
the  exhibits  may  be  presented  chronologi- 
cally, and  they  will  be  numbered  accord- 
ing to  their  chronological  order,  instead 
of  as  first  introduced. 

Q.  The   next    one   is   what?     A.  (Examining) 


3537 
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February  11,  1926,  "Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray";  assigned 
to  Room  1058. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  36,  of  this 
date.) 

The  Witness:  The  next  is  March  5, 1926; 
"H.  J.  Gray  and  wife."  And  assigned  to 
353g  Room  807. 

Mr.  Newcombe :    I  offer  that  in  evidence. . 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  37,  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  (Examining)  April  8, 
1926;  "H.  Judd  Gray  and  wife." 

Q.  Will  you  speak  a  little  louder,  Mr.  Farrell, 
please  ? 

A.  "H.  J.  Gray  and  wife." 

Mr.  Wallace:  We  cannot  hear  a  word, 
3f>40  your  Honor. 

The  Court:  The  witness  will  speak  a 
little  louder. 

The  Witness:    Yes,  your  Honor. 

The  Court:  The  room  is  very  large,  and 
we  have  to  speak  out.  Otherwise  counsel 
cannot  hear. 

The  Witness:  (Examining)  April  8, 
1926;  "H.  Judd  Gray  and  wife";  and  as- 
signed to  Room  507. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and* 
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marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  38,  of  this 
date.) 

The  Witness:  (Examining)  April  16, 
1926,  "H.  J.  Gray  and  wife,"  assigned  to 
Room  664. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  39,  of  this 
date. 

The  Witness:     June   14th,   1926,   H.   J.     3r)42 
Gray  and  wife,  assigned  to  Room  1164. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  40  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  August  10th,  1926,  Mrs. 
H.  J.  Gray,  assigned  to  Room  872. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  41  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  August  18th,  1926,  Mrs. 
H.  J.  Gray,  assigned  to  Room  872. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  it  in  evidence.         3543 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  42  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  September  1st,  1926,  H. 
J.  Gray  and  wife,  assigned  to  Room  876. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  43  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  November  9th,  1926,  H. 
Judd  Gray  and  wife,  assigned  to  Room 
803. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  it  in  evidence. 
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(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  44  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  December  1st,  1926,  H.  J. 
Gray  and  wife,  assigned  to  Room  776. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  45  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  January  15th,  1927,  Mrs. 
H.  Judd  Gray,  assigned  to  Room  247 

3545  Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 
(Received     in     evidence     and     marked 

People's  Exhibit  47  of  this  date.) 

The  Witness:  February  9th,  1927,  Mrs. 
H.  J.  Gray,  assigned  to  Room  872. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  47  of  this  date.) 

Mr.  Newcombe:     Your  witness. 

The  Court :  Mr.  Wallace,  you  may  exam- 
ine. 


3546 


Cross  Examination  by  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Farrell,  you  knew  Mr.  Gray  very 
well,  did  you  not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Outside  of  these  occasions  when  you  may 
have  seen  him  there  with  the  defendant,  Mrs.  Sny- 
der, is  that  right?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  knew  him  very  well,  did  you  not?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  stayed  continuously,  did  he  not,  at  your 
hotel,  sometimes  a  week  or  two  at  a  time  when 
he  was  employed  by  his  firm,  is  not  that  right? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  in  this  room  872  that  we  hear  so  much 
about,  the  room  that  he  had  from  week  to  week, 
to  your  knowledge?  A.  He  had  that  several 
times. 

Q.  And  did  he  register  and  then  stay  there  for 
a  length  of  time  and  check  out?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  occasion  for  him  register- 
ing each  time  he  was  assigned  to  872,  if  he  was 
staying  there  continuously?  A.  Well,  he  didn't 
stay  there  continuously.  3518 

Q.  Now,  inasmuch  as  we  have  had  these  ex- 
hibits somewhat  mixed  up,  will  you  tell  are  all 
the  exhibits  that  have  just  gone  in,  do  you  say 
that  each  time  the  writing  is  that  of  Mr.  Gray, 
is  that  right? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  No,  he  did  not  say  that. 
He  testified  which  are  Mrs.  Gray's  —  which 
are  the  defendant  Snyder  and  which  are 
Mr.  Gray's. 


A.  Some  are  in  Mr.  Gray's  writing  and  some 
in  Mrs.  Snyder's  writing. 

Q.  May  I  ask  you  to  take  those  exhibits  and 
tell  me  which  ones  are  in  the  handwriting  of 
Gray,  where  the  registration  is  Gray  and  wife? 

The  Court:  Will  you  have  them  identi- 
fied by  exhibit  number,  and  offer  them  in 
evidence  chronologically.  They  were  first 
marked  for  identification  in  rather  mixed 
form,  but  they  have  now  been  introduced 
in  evidence  chronogically,  as  the  court 
understands  it.     The  numbers  from  34  on 


3549 
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are  the  numbers  of  these  exhibits  in  their 
chronological  order.  Now,  when  you  call 
for  them,  will  you  have  him  identify  them 
by  the  exhibit  number,  or  will  you  have 
him  identify  the  mby  the  dates. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  suggest  both,  your 
Honor. 

Q.  Will  you  take  all  those  exhibits,  those  which 

3551  are  m  the  handwriting  of  Gray,  and  with  one 
question  I  will  be  able  to  dispense  with  the  wit- 
ness. 

The  Court:  Will  you  call  for  them 
chronologically  ? 

Mr.  Wallace:  Yes,  your  Honor.  Pick 
out  the  exhibits  which  have  been  marked, 
which  are  written  Gray  and  wife.  In  the 
handwriting  of  Gray. 

The  Court:  In  the-  handwriting  of 
Gray? 

The  Witness:     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  testified  that  all  of  these  slips 
which  have  just  been  put  in  evidence  by  Mr. 
Newcombe,  are  in  the  handwriting  of  Gray,  and 
his  answer  was  that  they  are  not. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  He  has  just  testified  to 
some  in  Gray's  handwriting  and  some  in 
the   defendant  Snyder's  handwriting. 

The  Court:  The  Court  understands 
there  are  two  groups,  and  that  the  two 
groups    of    exhibits    have    been    presented 


3552 
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separately.  The  first  group  presented,  a 
group  in  the  handwriting  of  the  defendant 
Gray.  The  second  group  are  in  the  hand- 
writing of  the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.  Wallace:  Well  then,  do  I  under 
stand  that  they  are  the  handwriting  of 
Gray  as  Gray  and  wife  from  No.  35  on? 

The  Court:  So  the  court  understands  it. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    35  to  47  are  in  Gray's 
handwriting,   and   27   to  34   the  other   in     8554 
the  handwriting  of  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Mr.  Millard:  Well,  then,  all  we  need  is 
from  35  on. 

The  Witness:  On  some  of  these  sheets 
you  will  find  only  Mr.  or  Mrs.  Do  you 
want  the  sheet  with  just  the  Mr.,  or  with 
the  Mr.  and  Mrs. 

Q.  I  want  the  sheet  upon  which  is  written 
Gray  and  wife  in  the  handwriting  of  Gray  as 
you  know  it,  A.  Yes,  sir.  (Papers  handed 
counsel.)  3555 

Q.  Now  then,  I  am  referring  to  Exhibit  45, 
dated  December  1,  1926.  Now,  are  you  able  to 
say  under  oath  that  you  saw  Gray  register  that 
day?    A.  No,  I  could  not  say  that. 

Q.  So  therefore,  who  he  might  have  had  with 
him  in  the  way  of  a  female  you  do  not  know 
anything  about  it,  do  you?     A.  No. 

Q.  It  might  have  been  Mrs.  Snyder  and  it 
might  have  been  any  other  lady,  is  that  right? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  then,  we  have  Exhibit  44.  We  refer 
to  that  now.     That  is  November  9,  1926.     Are 
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you  willing  under  oath  to  say  that  you  saw  that 
day  Gray  sign  as  man  and  wife  ?  A.  No,  I  could 
not  say  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  then  whether  or  not  it 
was  Mrs.  Snyder  or  some  other  female  that  was 
with  him,  is  that  right?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

v^j.  Exhibit  Xo.  43,  dated  September  1,  1926. 
Does  the  same  answer  apply  to  this  exhibit  as 
before,  as  to  the  other  two  exhibits?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

3557  Q.  Exhibit  40,  dated  June  14,  1926.     On  that 
date  you  did  not  see  him  sign?    A  No. 

Q.  Nor  do  you  know  what  female  was  with 
him  if  any?     A.  I  cannot  remember  that. 

Q.  You  cannot  remember.  Therefore  you  are 
not  in  a  position  to  say  who  was  with  him  in 
the  form  of  a  female  ?  A.  On  that  particular 
day,  no. 

Q.  This  is  Exhibit  39  dated  April  16,  1926. 
You  do  not  remember  seeing  him  sign  that  day 
or  who  was  with  him?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Exhibit  38,  dated  April  3,  1926.     Are  you 

3558  able  to  say  that  you  saw  him  sign  that  and  who 
was  with  him?     A.  No,  I  could  not. 

Q.  Exhibit  35,  dated  January  19,  1926.  Are 
you  able  to  say  that  you  saw  him  sign  that  day 
or  register,  and  who  was  with  him  in  the  form 
of  a  female?    A.  No,  I  could  not. 

Q.  Exhibit  37,  dated  March  5,  1926.  Are  you 
able  to  swear  that  you  saw  him  sign  on  that  day 
or  who  was  with  him?     A.  No,  sir,  I  could  not. 

Q.  So  that  on  all  these  days,  as  far  as  you 
know,  the  defendant  Gray  might  have  had  one 
or  more  females  with  him,  or  at  least  different 
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females  each  time,   is  that   right?     A.  I  never 
saw  him  with  anyone  but  Mrs.  Gray. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  see  him  to  your  know- 
ledge on  either  of  these  days,  did  you?    A.  No. 

Q.  On  the  days  referred  to  in  my  questions? 
A.  No. 

Q.  So  that  if  he  was  with  someone  else  on  that 
day  —  A.  I  would  not  see  him. 

Q.  And  when  Mrs.  Snyder  came  to  that  place 
any  time  you  have  seen  her  she  was  with  Mr.     35GO 
Gray,  is  that  right?    A.  No. 

Q.  "Who  else  did  you  see  her  with  there?  A. 
I  saw  her  on  several  occasions  alone. 

Q.  What  other  man  did  you  ever  see  her  with 
there  besides  Gray?     A.  Nobody. 

Q.  Now,  have  you  an  entry  there,  Exhibits  of 
February  15,  1926?  I  will  withdraw  that  ques- 
tion. On  several  dates  there  apparently  you 
say  that  you  find  registered  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray  in 
the  handwriting  —  at  least  H.  J.  Gray  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mrs.  Gray,  is  that  right?  orfil 

Mr.  Newcombe :    Did  you  specify  a  date  ? 

Q.  In  any  dates  there  at  all  have  you  seen 
the  registration  of  H.  J.  Gray  in  the  hand- 
writing of  Mrs.  Snyder? 

Mr.  Newcombe:    He  has  not  said  that. 
Mr.  "Wallace:     I  said,  "Have  you." 
The  Court:     He  has  asked  the  question 
now,  whether  he  has. 

Q.  I  ask  you  have  you  ever  seen  or  had  you 
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there  the  registration  of  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray  in  the 
handwriting  of  Gray?     A.  I  say  that,  yes. 

Q.  Is  it  customary  in  your  hostelry  there  to 
have  a  man  register  for  the  woman?    A.  Yes. 

Redirect  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  When  you  think  that  woman  is  the  wife 
of  the  man  that  registers? 

3563  Mr.  Hazelton:     I  object  to  him  testify- 

ing as  to  what  he  thought,  as  incompetent, 
irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The   Court:     Objection   sustained. 

Q.  And  you  state  it  is  your  custom  to  permit 
a  man  to  register  for  the  woman  —  A.  For  his 
wife,  I  would  say;  not  for  a  woman. 

Q.  That  custom  is  only  applicable  where  the 
woman  is  known  to  be  the  wife  of  the  man 
registering?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  correct?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Whenever,  in  your  testimony,  you  have 
referred  to  Mrs.  Gray,  you  have  had  reference 
to  Mrs.  Snyder,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     One  moment. 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that,  as  in- 
competent,  irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:  The  question  is  leading;  so 
I  sustain   the   objection   on   that   ground. 


3564 
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He  may  state  to  whom  he  had  reference 
when  he  used  the  words  "Mrs.  Gray." 

Q.  When  you  mentioned  Mrs.  Gray  to  whom 
did  you  have  reference?     A.  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Q.  The  defendant  Snyder,  sitting  here  in  the 
court  room?     A.  Yes. 


3566 


Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all. 

Eecross  Examination 
By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  defendant  Gray  in  com- 
pany with  any  other  woman  but  the  defendant 
Snyder?  A.  None  other  than  the  woman  whom 
I  supposed  was  Mrs.  Gray. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  any  supposi- 
tion, if  the  Court  please;  and  I  move  to 
have  — 

The  Court:  Objection  sustained.  Strike 
out  the  answer.  3567 

(To  witness)  Just  answer  the  question 
as  it  was  put. 

Repeat    it,    please,    Mr.    Stenographer. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see   defendant   Gray  at  the 
Waldorf-Astoria   Hotel  in  company     with     any 
other  woman  but  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  defendant  Ruth  Sny- 
der, at  the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel  in  company 
with  any  other  man  but  Henry  Judd  Gray?  A. 
No,  sir. 
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Q.  With  reference  to  exhibits  27  to  34,  when 
you  say  Mrs.  Gray  or  Ruth  Snyder  registered  as 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  J.  Gray,  do  you  know  upon 
each  occasion  which  man  accompanied  her? 
A.  Well,  its  —  I  didn't  see  them  on  each  occa- 
sion. 

Q.  So  that  you  cannot  say  what  man  accom- 
panied Ruth  Snyder  upon  those  respective  oc- 
casions?    A.  I  couldn't  say. 


3569 
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Mr.  Millard:    That  is  all. 

Recross-Examination  by  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Mr.  Farrell,  at  the  time  when  H.  J.  Gray, 
in  his  handwriting,  registered  for  Mrs.  H.c  J. 
Gray  there  do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  was 
Mrs.  Snyder  who  at  any  of  those  times,  occupied 
that  room  for  which  he  had  registered?  A.  No, 
I  couldn't  tell  you  that. 

Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 

RAYMOND  BRUEN,  called  as  a  witness  on  be- 
half of  the  People,  first  being  duly  sworn,  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  he  resides  at 
No.  23  East  Broad  Street,  Bogota,  New 
Jersey.) 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Bruen,   on  March  21,   1927,  by  whom  v 
were  you  employed?     A.  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel. 
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Q.  In  what  capacity?     A.  Bell  boy. 

Q.  What  was  your  tour  of  duty  on  March  21, 
1927?  A.  From  the  hours  of  12  midnight  until 
7  in  the  morning. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  defendant  Snyder, 
sitting  there  at  the  end  of  the  table,  coming  to 
the  Waldorf  that  morning  with  some  men?  A. 
I  do,  sir,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  men  introduce  themselves  to  you 
as  to  what  their  —  3572 

A.  Yes,   I  stopped  them  — 

Q.  As  to  what  their  official  position  was?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  you  at  2.45  A.  M.,  or  there- 
abouts, on  March  21,  1927?    A.  In  the  lobby. 

Q.  What  did  you  do,  if  anything  in  connec- 
tion with  the  defendant  Snyder  and  these  men 
who  were  with  her?  A.  I  didn't  know  any- 
thing   at    all. 

Q.  What  did  you  do,  I  say?    A.    Oh,  I  stopped 
them    in   the    corridor,    and    asked    them    what 
their    business    was,    and    Inspector    Gallagher     3573 
made   himself   known   to    me,    and   told   me    he 
was  after  a  bag. 

Q.  Then  did  Mrs.  Snyder  and  the  detectives 
and  you  proceed  to  the  check  room?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  got  to  the  check  room  what 
happened?  A.  Well,  they  didn't  produce  the 
check,  and  I  went  in  to  try  to  locate  the  bag, 
but   was   unsuccessful,    and    finally   they — 

Q.  Did  they  describe  the  bag  to  you?  A. 
Inspector  Gallagher  and  Mrs. — 
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Mr.  Hazelton:  One  moment.  I  object 
to  that  on  the  ground  that  it  is  incom- 
petent, irrelevant,  and  immaterial,  if  the 
Court  please,  unless  it  was  in  the  presence 
of   the   defendant. 

Q.  Mrs.  Snyder  was  there,  was  she  not?  A. 
Yes,   sir. 

or-,  Mr.  Hazelton:     Objection  withdrawn. 

Q.  Was  the  bag  described  to  you?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Snyder  say  anything  in  refer- 
ence to  the  bag?  A.  Not  at  that  time,  sir,  no 
sir. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  find  it,  did  you?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  report  that  back  to  the  detec- 
tives, or  Inspector  Gallagher  and  Mrs.  Snyder? 
A.  I  did,  sir,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  what  happened?  A.  Well,  they  sug- 
35 7G  gested  that  Mrs.  Snyder  come  into  the  check  room 
with  me. 

Q.  And  to  get  into  the  check  room  is  there  a 
railing  or  a  partition  of  some  kind?  A.  Yes,  sir, 
there  is  a  counter,  a  marble  counter. 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Snyder  come  over  the  counter  and 
go  into  the  check  room?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  she  do  when  she  got  in  there?  A. 
She  went  to  the  back  of  the  check  room,  up  a  half 
a  flight  of  stairs,  and  I  followed,  and  Inspector 
Gallagher  followed  me,  and  she  identified  the 
bag. 

Q.  She  identified  the  bag?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  see  the  bag?    A.  I  did,  sir,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Millard:  Just  for  the  record,  the 
defendant  Gray  here  objects  to  any  further 
questions  along  this  line,  upon  the  ground 
that  up  to  the  present  moment  no  conspir- 
acy has  been  shown  to  exist  between  the 
defendants,  and,  therefore,  any  statement 
made  by  Ruth  Snyder  or  any  act  of  hers 
not  in  the  presence  of  the  defendant  Gray  yryq 
is  not  binding  upon  Gray. 

The  Court:       The   Court  overrules  the 
objection,  and  an  exception  will  be  noted. 
Mr.   Millard:    Exception. 

Q.  Mrs.  Snyder,  you  say,  picked  out  the  bag, 
but  they  had  no  check  for  the  bag?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  then  in  reference  to  the 
bag  and  their  request  for  the  bag.  A.  Well, 
I  asked  them  to  identify  some  articles  in  the 
bag,  and  it  was  locked.  The  key  was  produced 
by  Inspector  Gallagher,  who  tried  to  open  it, 
but  couldn't.  Thereupon  Mrs.  Snyder  opened 
the  bag  with  that  key. 

Q.  Before  she  opened  the  bag  did  you  ask 
her  as  to  what,  if  anything  was  in  it,  for  the 
purposes  of  identification?  A.  I  did,  sir,  yes, 
sir. 

Mr.  Millard:  I  do  not  like  to  inter- 
rupt, but  may  it  be  regarded  that  I  ob- 
ject to  all  of  these  questions  upon  the 
same  ground. 
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The  Court:  Yes,  sir,  and  the  exception 
will  be   noted. 

Mr.  Millard:  The  same  ruling  and  ex- 
ception. 

Q.  And  when  you  asked  her  to  identify  the 
contents  of  the  bag  what  did  the  defendant 
Snyder  say?  A.  There  was  a  blue  dressing 
gown  and  a  bathrobe  and  two  pictures. 

3581  Q*  J^-n(^  was  *ne  bag  opened  by  Mrs.  Siryder, 
in  your  presence?    A.  It  was,  sir. 

Q.  And  what  did  you  see  when  the  bag  was 
opened?  A.  Well,  I  just  saw  the  blue  dressing 
gown  and  bathrobe.     That  was  sufficient  proof. 

Q.  Sufficient  identification?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  then  the  bag  was  taken  away,  was  it? 
A.  It  was  locked  again  by  Mrs.  Snyder,  and  I 
got  a  receipt  for  it,  and  it  was  taken  away. 

JAMES  SMITH,  residing  at  8756  168th  Street, 
Jamaica,  called  as  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the 

3582  People,  being  duly  sworn,  testifies  as  follows: 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  the  Police  Depart- 
ment  of  the   City   of   New   York?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  And  I  understand  you  are  a  police  Lieu- 
tenant, are  you?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  and  Inspector  Gallagher  and  Mrs. 
Snyder  go  over  to  the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel 
the  early  morning  of  March  21st,  1927?  A.  I 
did. 

Q.  And    you    went    to    the    check    room    with 


1195 
James  Smith — Direct  Examination 

Called  in   behalf  of  People  3583 

Mrs.   Snyder   and   the   Inspector    and   this   last 
witness  Bruen,  did  you?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  Mrs.  Snyder  went  into  the  check  room 
and  picked  out  a  bag  which  has  been  offered 
in  evidence  as  People's  Exhibit  48?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Lying  right  there  on  the  table?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Now  after  Mrs.  Snyder  identified  the  bag 
and  the  contents,   so  that  Bruen  would  permit     3584 
it  to  be  taken  away,  was  the  bag  locked  again? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  take  it  into  your  possession? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  are  the  contents  of  that  bag  now 
the  same  as  they  were  at  the  time  it  was  taken 
out  of  the  Waldorf-Astoria  check  room?  A. 
Yes,  sir 


Mr.  Millard:  Same  objection,  your 
Honor,  to  all  these  questions,  and  excep, 
tion. 

Q.  Did  you  find  a  picture  of  the  defendant 
Gray  in  that  bag?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Let  me  see  it,  will  you.  I  do  not  see  it 
here 

(Picture   handed  counsel.) 

Q.  Her  picture  is  on  one  side  and  his,  the 
defendant  Gray,  on  the  other?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  This  was  in  there,  too,  was  it  (handing 
syringe  to  witness)  ?    A.  Yes,  sir. 


3585 
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Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all  officer. 

Mr.  Millard:     No  questions. 

Mr.  Wallace:     No  questions. 

The  Court:  For  the  purpose  of  clarity 
it  might  be  wise  to  have  the  picture  sep- 
arately marked,  to  give  it  an  identifica- 
tion number  of  its  own. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  And  your  Honor,  may 
I  ask  to  have  the  contents  definitely  fixed. 
35g7  I    think    the    police    officer    has    the    list, 

and  he  can  read  that  list  into  the  record, 
in  order  to  make  the  record  complete,  and 
and  a  separate  mark  for  the  picture. 

The  Court:  Yes,  let  him  refresh  his 
memory  from  the  list  and  testify  what 
he  found  in  the  grip. 

Q.  State,  Officer,  please,  what  was  in  the  bag? 
A.  There  was  quite  a  long  list  there. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  tell  from  recollection  or 
have  you  some  record  or  paper  that  you  made? 
3.")88  '  A.  I  have  a  long  list  of  the  entire  contents  of 
the  satchel. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  testify  to  the  contents 
without  refreshing  your  memory  from  the  list 
that  you  made?     A.  I  am  not,  your  Honor. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  list  at  the  time  you  ex- 
amined the  articles  in  the  grip?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Is  that  the  list  before  you?    A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  You  may  look  at  that  list  and  refresh 
your  memory  and  state  what  you  found  in  the 
grip?    A.  One  gentleman's  bathrobe;  one  lady's 
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bathrobe;  one  photograph  of  Ruth  Snyder;  one 
set  of  gentleman's  pajamas;  one  set  of  lady's 
pajamas;  one  napkin;  two  hair  brushes;  one 
hair  curling  iron  and  attachments;  one  red  rub- 
ber douche;  one  package  containing  a  Kotex; 
one  comb;  one  pair  of  slippers;  one  deck  of  play- 
ing cards;  two  small  photograph  groups;  one 
wash  rag;  one  Christmas  card;  one  catalogue 
of  Van  Ordray,  1926;  a  program  of  the  Ambas- 
sador Theatre;  one  program  of  the  Empire  ^)Q 
Theatre;  one  program  of  the  Opelle  Theatre; 
one  book  of  "Gentlemen  prefer  Blondes";  one 
bottle  containing  an  amber  colored  liquid;  one 
bottle  containing  a  white  colored  liquid;  one 
bottle  containing  glycerine  suppositories;  one 
bottle  containing  a  white  liquid  paste;  one  box 
marked  "Day  Dream  Powder";  two  boxes  of 
bicarbonate  of  Soda;  one  box  marked  Talcum 
powder;  one  box  marked  Amelin  powder;  one 
box  marked  Mavis  Talcum  powder;  one  box  of 
nail  enamel;  one  box  marked  Sapolin;  one  box 
marked  Delicia  Brew;  one  jar  marked  cold  3591 
cream;  one  jar  marked  Day  Dream  Cream;  one 
nail  whitener;  one  tube  of  lubricating  jelly;  one 
tube  of  Colgate's  rapid  shaving  cream  and  one 
bottle  containing  Sodium  of  Bromide;  three  tooth 
brushes;  one  small  mirror;  four  pieces  of  soap 
marked  Germine  Hotel.  Two  pieces  of  soap 
marked  Waldorf-Astoria;  one  box  marked  Midas 
tablets;  one  box  containing  rouge  and  a  photo- 
graph of  H.  J.  Gray  and  child;  one  box  contain- 
ing needles  and  thread;  one  powder  puff;  one 
shoe  horn  marked  Hotel  Allen;  one  eye  cup; 
one    bottle    marked    Delicia    Brew;    one    pearl 


1198 
James  Smith — Direct  Examination 
3592  Called  in  behalf  of  People 

handled  nail  file  one  pearl  handled  buttonhook; 
one  pearl  handled  scraper;  tweezers,  lip  stick, 
one  eye  blue  pencil  and  brush;  one  buttonhook; 
four  safety  pins;  one  brown  leather  valise,  and 
one   tissue  paper  package  of  condums. 

Mr.     Millard:      Same    objection,     your 
Honor,  to  all  of  this,  and  exception. 


3593 


Q.  I  show  you  a  bag  and  ask  you  to  look 
at  it  and  tell  me  whether  or  not  you  can  identify 
it  as  the  bag  that  was  taken  by  Mrs.  Snyder 
at  the  check  room  that  night  and  opened  in 
your  presence  (handing  a  bag  to  the  witness). 
A.  Yes,  that  is  the  bag. 

Q.  Will  you  open  that  bag  (handing  a  key  to 
the  witness).     A.  (Witness  opens  the  bag). 

Q.  Is  that  the  way  it  was?  A.  I  did  not  see 
this  (indicating),  but  I  saw  the  blue  dressing 
gown  and  this  bathrobe. 

3594  Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  the  bag  in  evi- 

dence  and   contents. 

Mr.  Millard:  Objected  to  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant  Gray  upon  the  ground  that 
it  is  not  binding  at  all  on  the  defendant 
inasmuch  as  no  conspiracy  has  been 
shown  to  have  existed  between  these  two 
defendants. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen  of  the  jury, 
with  reference  to  all  of  this  testimony, 
the  Court  advises  you  that  at  the  present 
time  it  is  only  evidence  so  far  as  the 
defendant  Snyder  is  concerned,  and  there- 
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fore  you  will  not  consider  it  as  evidence 
against  the  defendant  Gray.  If  the  time 
comes  when  the  Court  has  a  different 
instruction  to  give  you  the  Court  will 
then  tell  you  what  the  rights  in  the 
matter  are. 

The  bag  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  48.) 

Mr.  Newcombe:  With  the  approval  of 
counsel  for  the  defendants,  I  would  like  3596 
to  call  in  Sergeant  Smith,  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  whether  or  not  this 
witness  can  identify  Sergeant  Smith  as 
one  of  the  officers  who  was  with  Mrs.  Sny- 
der at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  There  is  no  question 
about  the  bag  on  the  defendant  Snyder's 
part,  so  perhaps  we  might  obviate  the 
necessity  of  that.  We  have  no  objection 
to  the  bag  being  offered,  and  no  objection 
to  this  testimony.   It  is  a  fact. 

The  Court:     The  defendant  Snyder  has     3597 
no  objection  to  the  bag  nor  any  objection 
to  the  contents.    Do  you  wish  to  withdraw 
the  witness? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  won't  call  the  police 
officer  under  those  circumstances,  your 
Honor. 

Mr.  Millard:  But  the  defendant  Gray 
has. 

The  Court:    Your  objection  is  recorded. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  your  Honor  to 
permit  the  jurors  to  inspect  the  bag  and 
its  contents. 
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Mr.  Hazelton:  Is  that  necessary  at  this 
time?  I  do  not  care  myself,  but  I  believe 
it  is  customary  to  hold  those  exhibits  and 
let  the  jury  examine  them  when  they  see 
fit.  Not  inferring  to  the  District  Attor- 
ney as  to  how  he  should  proceed.  I  do  not 
want  to  be  presumptious. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  My  reason  is,  there  will 
be  so  many  exhibits  that  it  will  become 
very  confusing,  and  if  your  Honor  will 
permit  me,  as  we  progress  to  do  this,  we 
will  make  progress. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  if 
it  will  be  helpful  you  may  at  the  present 
time  examine  the  contents  of  this  grip. 
The  Court  officer  can  raise  the  grip  up 
there  over  the  rail.  If  you  wish  to  exam- 
ine the  contents  you  may  do  so. 

(The  exhibit  was  shown  to  the  jury.) 


3599 


Q.  Mr.    Bruen,    do    you    recognize    this    man, 
3(!00    whom   I   tell   you   is   Lieutenant    Smith    of    the 
Police   Department    (indicating)      A.  I   do,   yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  turn  that  bag  over  to  him 
when  he  was  with  Mrs.  Snyder  there  that  morn- 
ing, the  morning  of  March  21st?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.   Millard:     No  questions. 
Mr.  Wallace:     No  questions. 
Mr.    Newcombe:      In    accordance    with 
your  Honor's  suggestion,  I  will  offer  the 
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picture  of  the  defendants  Gray  and  Sny- 
der for  a  separate  exhibit  number;  I  will 
offer  the  compact  with  that,  because  the 
picture  was  in  the  compact,  and  then  the 
stenographer  can  give  them  just  one  num- 
ber. 

(The  same  were  received  in  evidence 
and  marked  People's  Exhibit  Xo.  49,  of 
this  date.) 

Mr.    Xewcombe:      Is    there    any    cross-     3602 
examination  Mr.  "Wallace? 

Mr.  Hazelton:    No. 

ISABELLE  WEIGHT,  called  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  People,  first  being  duly  sworn, 
testified  as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  she  resides  at 
Xo.  561  West  110th  Street,  Manhattan, 
Xew  York  City.) 


Direct   Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Mrs.    Wright,    are    you    employed    by    the 
Waldorf  Astoria  Hotel?     A.  I  am. 

The  Court:    Speak  out  loud,  please. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  so  employed?     A. 
For  twenty-one  years. 

The  Court:  Try  to  speak  out  loud,  Mrs. 
Wright,  so  that  they  can  hear  over  at 
that  table. 


3603 
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Q.  Your  answer  was  21  years.  A.  Twenty- 
one  years. 

Q.  And  during  the  past  two  or  three  years 
what  has  been  your  particular  occupation  in  the 
hotel?     A.  Floor  clerk. 

Q.  On  any  particular  floor?     A.  Eighth  floor. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  sitting  at  the 
table  here,  Henry  Judd  Gray?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  sitting  at  the 

3605  other  end  of  the  table,  Ruth  Snyder?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  know  the  defendant 
Henry  Judd  Gray?    A.  Since  last  August,  1926. 

Q.  And  how  long  did  you  know  the  defendant 
Ruth  Snyder?     A.  That  length  of  time  also. 

Q.  And  how  did  you  become  acquainted  with 
the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray?  A.  Why,  in 
whai   way  do  you  mean? 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question:  Where  did 
you  become  acquainted  with  him?  A.  At  the 
hotel. 

Q.  And  in  connection  with  your   duties   as   a 

3606  floor  cierk?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  both  of  them  at  or  about 
the  same  time?    A.  Yes,  about  the  same  time. 

Q.  And  did  they  stay  upon  the  eighth  floor 
of  the  Waldorf  Astoria  Hotel  while  you  were 
there?     A.  They  did. 

Q.  By  "they"  I  mean  the  two  defendants.  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Did  they  occupy  the  same  room?  A.  At 
times,  yes. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  many  times  since 
August,  of  last  year,  approximately?  A.  About 
four  times,  to  my  knowledge. 
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Q.  That  was  on  the  eighth  floor  of  the  Wal- 
dorf-Astoria Hotel!     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  yon  give  us  the  approximate  dates, 
Mrs.  Wright?  A.  Why,  no,  not  exactly.  I  can 
remember  in  February  —  in  the  middle  of  Feb- 
ruary is  the  last  I  saw  Mr.  Gray. 

Q.  Then,  about  four  times  between  August,  of 
1926,  and  February,  of  1927,  you  saw  both  of 
the  defendants  on  the  eighth  floor  of  your  hotel? 
A.  Yes,  sir.  3608 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  occupy  the  same  room? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Froessel:     That  is  all. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     No  questions. 

Mr.  Miller:     No  questions. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  the  court  please,  for 
the  sake  of  facilitating  matters,  if  this 
testimony  is  only  for  the  purpose  of  prov- 
ing those  alleged  acts  of  adultery,  or  the 
fact  that  these  two  appeared  there,  per- 
haps we  can  stipulate  to  these  facts.  3609 

The  Court:  The*  Court  understands 
that  the  purpose  of  this  evidence  is  to 
attempt  to  establish  motive,  and  it  is  not 
entered  at  all  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing that  on  certain  dates  adultery  was 
committed. 

Mr.  Froessel:     Exactly,  sir. 

The  Court:  And  the  jury  are  so  in- 
structed. It  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  adultery.  It  has  only  to  do 
with  the  question  of  motive. 
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ELEANOR  L.  FOLEY,  of  81  Singer  Street,  As- 
toria, New  York,  called  as  a  witness  on  be- 
half of  the  People,  having  first  been  duly  sworn, 
testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Froessel : 

Q.  Mrs.  Foley,  with  whom  are  you  presently 
employed!    A.  Waldorf  Astoria  Corporation. 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  been  so  employed? 
^611    A.  Six  years. 

Q.  In  what  capacity?     A.  Floor  clerk. 

Q.  Any  particular  floor?     A.  Eighth  floor. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  sitting  at  the 
table  Henry  Judd  Gray?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  sitting  at  the 
other  end  of  the  table  Ruth  Snyder?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  them?  A.  Since 
last  July. 

Q.  That  is  July  of  1926.?    A.  1926. 

Q.  And  where  did  you  first  meet  them  ?  A.  The 
3612     eighth  floor  of  the  Waldorf. 

Q.  The  Waldorf-Astoria?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  they  occupy  the  same  room  on  the  eighth 
floor?     A.  They  did. 

Q.  And  about  how  many  times  have  you  seen 
them  on  this  eighth  floor  of  the  Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel,  approximately?  A.  Oh,  a  dozen  times  or 
more. 

Q.  Between  July  of  last  year  —  A.  July,  Au- 
gust and  last  February. 

Q.  Down  to  February  of  this  year?  A.  This 
year. 
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Q.  Did  your  duties  confine  you  to  the  eighth 
floor?     A.  To  the  eighth  floor,  yes. 

Q.  You  would  not  of  course  know  if  they  oc- 
cupied a  room  on  any  other  floor  then,  would 
you?     A.  No. 

Mr.  Millard:     No  questions. 
Mr.  Hazelton:     No  question. 

By  Mr.  Froessel:  o^m 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder 

by  that  name  or  any  other  name?     A.  I  knew 

her  as  Mrs.  Gray. 

LEROY  ASHFIELD,  of  9326  -  210th  Place,  Bel- 
laire,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness  on  behalf 
of  the  People,  being  first  duly  sworn,  testified 
as    follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  In  May  of  1925,   Mr.   Ashfield,   what   was 
your    occupation?      A.  I    started    as    agent    for     3615 
the  Prudential  Insurance  Company. 

Q.  In  what  branch,  Mr.  Ashfield?  A.  Ja- 
maica District. 

Q.  Now,  in  conection  with  your  duties  as  an 
agent  for  that  company,  did  you  have  occasion 
to  call  at  the  Snyder  residence,  9327  -  222nd 
Street,  Queens  Village?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  start  to  call  there  at  about  the 
time  when  you  took  that  position?  A.  I  think 
the  first  call  was  about  June,  1925. 

Q.  What  was  the  purpose  of  the  calls  there? 
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A.  The  collecting  of  industrial  insurance  in  force 
in  the  family. 

Q.  How  constant  would  be  your  calls  in  the 
collection  of  these  insurance  premiums?  A.  I 
called  about  once  every  month,  the  first  week 
in  the  month,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  meet  Albert  Snyder?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  talk  with  Mrs.  Sny- 
der, the  defendant,  in  reference  to  life  insurance 

3617  upon  the  life  of  her  husband  Albert  Snyder?    A. 
I  did. 

Q.  Where  was  that?    A.  In  her  home. 

Q.  When?  A.  I  believe  it  was  when  I  was 
making  my  monthly  collection  in  the  first  week 
in  November,  1925. 

Q.  November,   1925?     A.  That  is   right. 

Q.  At  that  time  was  Albert  Snyder  present?  A. 
No,  he  was  not. 

Q.  What  did  she  say  to  you  in  reference  to 
insurance  upon  the  life  of  her  husband? 


3618 


Mr.  Millard:  Now,  I  must  object  at 
this  time,  your  Honor,  upon  the  ground 
that  no  conspiracy  having  been  shown  to 
have  existed  between  these  defendants,  any 
conversation  had  with  this  witness  by  the 
defendant  Ruth  Snyder  is  not  binding 
upon  the  defendant  Gray. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  rule  and 
instruct  the  jury  that  this  conversation 
has  no  bearing  upon  the  defendant  Gray 
and  is  received  only  so  far  as  the  defend- 
ant Snyder  is  concerned.  If  the  Court  has  \ 
occasion   to   give   the   jury   other   instruc- 
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tions  the  Court  will  do  so.  Until  that  time 
the  jury  will  consider  this  evidence  only 
with  reference  to  the  defendant  Snyder. 

Q.  Will  you   state  the   conversation,  please. 

A.  Mrs.  Snyder  told  me  that  she  would  like  to 
have  her  husband  have  a  large  insurance  policy. 
She  stated  that  he  would  be  home  on  a  certain 
night.  I  think  it  was  later  in  the  week,  and  she 
requested  that  I  call  and  see  him  in  reference  to  3500 
insurance.  She  stated  that  I  should  try  my  best 
to  sell  him  a  policy,  in  the  event  that  he  was  not 
interested  to  at  least  get  his  signature  and  that 
she  would  probably  be  able  to  persuade  him 
later  to  take  a  policy. 

Q.  Did  you  return  again  to  the  Snyder  home? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  And  did  you  see  the  defendant  Snyder  and 
Albert  Snyder  there?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  insuraee?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  Albert  Snyder  say!     A.  He  ap- 
peared to  be  interested  in  an  endowment  policy.     3621 

Q.  For  how  much?    A.  A  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  And  that  was  all,  wasn't  it?     A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hazelton:    I  object  to  it  as  leading? 

The   Court:     Objection   sustained. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  move  to  have  the  an- 
swer stricken  out. 

The  Court:  The  answer  is  stricken  out, 
and  the  objection  to  the  question  is  sus- 
tained. 

Q.  Was   an   application   blank   signed?     A.  It 
was. 
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Q.  How  many  were  signed?     A.  Two. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  first  one 
that  was  signed?  A.  For  a  thousand  dollar  en- 
dowment policy. 

Q.  And  having  in  mind  what  the  application 
blanks  for  insurance  are,  they  include  a  lot  of 
questions  and  blank  space  to  be  filed  in,  is  that 
right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  On  the  one  for  a  thousand  dollars  it  was  all 

3623  fi^ed  in,  wasn't  it?     A.  I  don't  think  — 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that,  if  the 
Court  please,  as  leading. 

The  Court:    Objection  sustained. 

Q.  What  was  done  with  the  application  for  the 
thousand  dollar  policy?  A.  It  was  filled  out,  I 
believe,  in  skeleton  form. 

Mr.  Hazelton :    One  moment.    I  object  to 
that,  your  Honor. 
oQi)^  The  Court:     The  objection  is  sustained. 

(To  witness)  Give  us  your  best  recol- 
lection; not  your  belief,  but  your  best 
recollection. 

The  Witness:  The  application  was  filled 
out  in  skeleton  form  for  the  thousand  dol- 
lars. 

Q.  And  what  did  you  do  in  reference  to  that 
slip,  that  applicntion  blank,  and  to  the  other  one 
you  mentioned?  A.  I  handed  them  back  to  Mrs. 
Snyder  for  his  signature. 

Q.  What  was  on  the  other  one?     A.  Nothing. 

Q.  And  all  that  Albert  Snyder  had  said  that 
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he  would   take   was   a   thousand    dollar    endow- 
ment policy. 

Mr.  Hazelton :  One  moment.  I  object  to 
that  as  leading,  if  the  Court  pleases. 

The   Court:     Objection   sustained. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  He  has  already  an- 
swered that. 

Q.  But  the  only  policy  that  had  been  discussed 
with  Albert  Snyder  —  I  will  withdraw  the  ques-  3626 
tion.  What  had  you  discussed  with  Albert  Sny- 
der, and  what,  if  anything,  did  Albert  Snyder 
say  he  would  take  in  the  form  of  insurance?  A. 
I  discussed  with  him  the  different  forms  of  in- 
surace,  namely  the  modified  life  policy,  and  the 
endowment  policy,  as  well  as  the  income  pro- 
vision policy  as  well  as  the  accidental  death  bene- 
fit. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  as  to  what  he  wanted  and 
what  he  would  take?  A.  He  said  he  would  take 
a  thousand  dollar  endowment  policy. 

Q.  Did  he  say  he  would  take  any  more  or  any 
other  policy?  A.  He  said  something  to  the  effect 
that  he  would  think  it  over. 

Q.  And  what  did  you  have  Albert  Snyder  do? 
A.  I  gave  him  both  applications,  and  he  signed 
both  of  them. 

Q.  And  you  said  one  was  filled  out?  A.  In 
skeleton  form. 

Q.  With  the  amount  in,  a  thousand  dollars 
in?     A.  I  believe  so. 

The  Court:  You  say  you  believe.  Is 
that  your  best  recollection?  Is  that  your 
best  recollection? 


3627 
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The  Witness:  Well,  it  was  filled  in.  I 
can  say  that  it  was  filled  in. 

The  Court:  How  about  the  other  paper? 
Describe  the  condition  of  the  other  paper 
which  you  say  Albert   Snyder  signed. 

The  Witness:  The  other  application 
was  blank  entirely. 

The  Court:  What  do  you  mean  by 
blank? 

3629  The  Witness:     The  questions  were  not 
answered. 

The  Court:  And  what  was  on  tins 
paper. 

The  Witness:  Just  the  regular  ques- 
tions that  the  company  desires  when  any- 
body is  applying  for  insurance. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  what  that  paper  was  that 
he  signed?  A.  I  told  him  that  it  was  the  appli- 
cation. 

Q.  That  was  the  one  that  was  filled  in,  was  it 

3630  not?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  what  the  blank  one  was? 
A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Then  you  went  away,  did  you?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  next  hear?  A.  Mrs. 
Snyder. 

Q.  How  soon  after  you  left?  A.  I  believe  the 
next  day. 

"  Q.  What  did  she  say?     A.  She  said  I  should 
call  and  see  her  with  reference  to  the  insurance. 

Q.  Did  you  go  up  there?     A.  I  did. 
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Q.  Up  to  her  house  in  Queens  Village?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  was  there?  A.  She  was,  and  I  think 
Mrs.  Brown  was  there  too. 

Q.  Was  Mrs.  Brown  present  while  you  talked? 
A.  No. 

Q.  So  that  just  you  and  Mrs.  Snyder  were 
alone  at  the  time  you  talked  with  her?  A.  That 
is  right. 

Q.  What  did  she  say?  A.  She  said  that  she  3632 
wanted  me  to  make  out  the  policy  for  $25,000  or 
$50,000  on  the  modified  life  plan,  which  is  half 
rate  for  five  years,  including  the  disability  bene- 
fit and  accidental  death  provision.  She  stated 
that  she  wanted  the  large  policy  on  her  hus- 
band's life,  that  she  was  going  to  pay  the  prem- 
iums herself,  that  she  had  her  own  independent 
income  from  her  father's  estate,  and  that  she 
was  not  saving  any  money,  and  this  would  be  a 
fine  way  for  her  to  invest  some  money. 

Q.  They  did  not  refer  —  she  did  not  discuss 
the  endowment  policy  then,  did  she?     A.  No.         3633 

Q.  It  was  this  big  policy  she  discussed?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Now,  at  that  time,  this  second  blank  that 
Mrs.  Snyder  had  signed  had  not  been  filled  in, 
had  it?     A.  No. 

Q.  When  was  it  filled  in?  A.  Either  right 
after  that,  or  at  the  office  the  following  day. 

Q.  After  your  second  talk  with  her?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  What  did  she  say  to  you  if  anything  with 
reference  to  the  delivery  of  the  policies?  A. 
She  didn't  say  anything. 
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Q.  Now,  I  understand  that  Mr.  Snyder  was 
not  present  at  the  time  of  that  interview  with 
Mrs.  Snyder  when  the  $50,000  policy  was  ordered 
by  Mrs.  Snyder,  is  that  correct?  A.  He  was  not 
there. 

Q.  Did  you  put  the  applications  through?  A. 
I  did. 

Q.  One  was  for  the  $1,000  endowment  policy? 
A.  That  is  right. 

3635  Q-  And  one  was  for  the  $50,000,  do  you  call 
in  term  insurance?     A.  Modified  life  policy. 

Q.  Modified  life  policy  with  double  indemnity 
in  the  event  of  death  due  to  accident?  A.  Yes, 
that  is  right. 

Q.  Is  that  right?     A.  That  is  right. 

Q.  Now,  after  that  one  interview  went  —  when 
Albert  Snyder  signed  that  $1,000  application, 
for  the  $1,000  endowment  policy,  and  the  blank 
application,  you  never  saw  him,  did  you?  A. 
No. 

Q.  You  never  talked  with  him?     A.  No. 

3636  Q.  Never   had    any   talk   with  him   whatever? 
A.  Not  after  that  night. 

Q.  You  put  the  applications  through?  A.  I 
did. 

Q.  Were  the  policies  issued  by  the  company? 
A.  They  were. 

Q.  In  the  form  for  which  the  application  was 
made?     A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  the  change?  A.  The  $50,000 
policy  came  down  in  two  separate  policies,  one 
for  $45,000  and  one  for  $5,000. 

Q.  So  that  there  was  $45,000  of  this  term  life, 
did    that    have    the    double    indemnity,    so    that 
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double  the  amount  of  the  policy  would  be  paid 
in  the  event  of  accidental  death?    A.  It  did. 

Q.  And  the  $5,000  was  just  straight,  is  that 
right?     A.  That  is  right. 

Q.  Did  you  get  these  policies  from  the  insur- 
ance company!    A.  I  did. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  them?  A.  Mrs. 
Snyder. 

Q.  And  at  whose  request  was  that?     A.  No- 
body's request.  t  3638 
Q.  You  gave  them  to  her,  did  you?    A.  I  did. 
Q.  Now,  I  show  you  this  policy? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  stipulate  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant  Snyder  that  they  be  offered 
in  evidence.  Mr.  Newcombe  says  they  are 
the  policies. 

Q.  I  show  you  the  $1,000  policy  and  ask  you 
if  that  is  the  $1,000  endowment  policy  for  which 
Snyder  signed  the  application  (handing  paper 
to  witness)?     A.  That  is  it.  3G39 

Q.  What  is  it  again  you  call  the  $50,000  policy? 
A.  Modified  life. 

Q.  Is  that  the  cheapest  form  of  insurance  that 
can  be  carried?    A.  It  is  one  of  the  cheapest. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  policy  in 
evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  60  of  this  date.) 

Q.  What  does  modified  life  mean,  Mr.  Ash- 
field?    A.  Modified  life  is  the  new  name  of  the 
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form  of  policy  that  the  company  has  which  gives 
full  protection  for  the  first  five  years.  Half  of 
the  rate  is  paid  only  for  the  first  five  years. 

Q.  Now,  I  show  you  this  policy  for  $45,000. 
Is  that  one  of  the  policies  you  gave  to  Mrs. 
Snyder  (handing  paper  to  witness)  ?     A.  It  is. 

Q.  And  that  was  one  of  the  policies  issued  on 
the  blank  application  that  Snyder  signed?  A. 
That  is  right. 

3641 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  that  policy  in 

evidence. 

(Received     in     evidence     and     marked 

People's  Exhibit  61  of  this  date.) 

Q.  Now,  Exhibit  51  is  for  $45,000,  and  is  that 
the  policy  that  contained  the  double  indemnity 
provision,  in  the  event  of  accidental  death  (hand- 
ing paper  to  the  witness)  ?     A.  It  is. 

Q.  And  would  the  death  of  Albert  Snyder  re- 
sulting from  a  burglary  or  a  robbery  be  acci- 
3642     dental  death? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
petent,  irrelevant   and   immaterial. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  withdraw  the  ques- 
tion. 

The  Court:     Question  withdrawn. 

Q.  Can  the  beneficiary  named  in  that  policy 
be  changed  by  the  insured  unless  the  insured  has 
possession  of  the  policy  for  the  endorsement 
thereon  of  the  change  in  beneficiary  name? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
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petent,    irrelevant    and   immaterial.      The 
policy  should  speak  for  itself. 
The  Court:     Objection  sustained. 

Q.  I  show  you  the  $5,000  policy.  Is  that  one 
of  the  policies  issued  under  the  $50,000  applica- 
tion, which,  together  with  the  previous  exhibit 
goes  to  make  up  the  $50,000  (Handing  a  paper 
to  the  witness).     A.  It  is. 

Q.  And  those  policies  were  delivered  by  you     3(54.4. 
to  Mrs.  Snyder,  were  they  not?    A.  They  were. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit 
No.  52). 

Q.  When  you  delivered  those  policies,  Mr.  Ash- 
field, I  have  reference  now  to  the  $45,000  and  the 
$5,000,  who  paid  the  initial  premium?  A.  Mrs. 
Snyder. 

Q.  Did  she  have  any  talk  with  you  about  the     3(145 
payment  of  future  premiums?     A.  No. 

Q.  What  did  she  say  with  reference  to  it?  A. 
It  was  understood  that  she  was  going  to  pay 
the  premiums. 

Q.  How  were  those  premiums  paid  after  that 
first  initial  premium?     A.  Quarterly. 

Q.  Did  you  -have  any  talk  with  Mrs.  Snyder  in 
reference  to  the  receipts  for  insurance  prem- 
iums?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  that?  A.  She  said  I  should  give 
the  receipts  to  her  personally. 

Q.  And  did  you?     A.  I  did. 
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Q.  In  February  of  1927,  did  you  have  any 
talk  with  Mrs.  Snyder  or  receive  any  communi- 
cation from  her  in  reference  to  the  premium  due 
February  13,  1927,  on  the  $45,000  policy  and  on 
the  $5,000  policy?  A.  In  March  I  received  a 
letter. 

Q.  Have  you  that  letter?     A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  contents  of  the  letter,  the 
substance  of  it? 


3647 


Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:  He  is  asked  whether  he 
can.  He  may  answer  yes  or  no,  but  he 
can  go  no  farthei. 


5" 


Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  letter,  Mr.  Ash- 
field?    A.  I  destroyed  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  destroy  it?  A.  The  day 
that  I  received  it. 

Q.  Did  you  throw  it  away  or  how  did  you  des- 
3648  troy  it*  ^"  I  t°re  it  up  and  threw  it  in  the 
waste  paper  basket. 

Q.  Was  anything:  in  the  letter?    A.  A  check. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  contents  of  the  letter? 
A.  I  do/ 

Q.  Will  you  state  it. 

Mr.  Hazelton :     I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The     Court:       I     suppose,     technically 
speaking,  it  might  be  proper  that  he  should 
say  that  he  has  searched  for  these  pieces  v 
or  has  not  been  able  to  find  them.  That 
is  the  only  objection  to  the  question. 
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Mr.  Hazelton:  And  that  he  knew  the 
writing  in  that  letter  to  he  the  handwrit- 
ing of  the  defendant,  beyond  reasonable 
doubt. 

The  Court :  I  think  that  will  come  in  a 
moment. 

Q.  Have  you  tried  to  find  the  letter?  A.  I 
have  not. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  it?  A.  I  tore  it  up 
and  threw  it  in  the  waste  basket. 


3650 


By  the  Court: 

Q.  Thereafter  did  you  see  it  in  the  waste- 
paper  basket?     A.  No. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  You  have  not  seen  it  since?    A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Now,  will  you  state  the  contents  of  the  let- 
ter? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     That  is  objected  to. 

The   Court:     Objection   sustained.  3651 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  handwriting  of  Mrs.  Sny- 
der?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  Whose  handwriting  was  the  letter  in?  A. 
Her's,  Mrs.  Snyder's. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  Pardon  me,  if  the  Court 
pleases,  I  object  to  the  witness  answering 
the  question,  and  move  to  have  the  answer 
stricken,  on  the  ground  that  it  calls  for  a 
conclusion,  which  it  has  not  been  proven 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  it  is  within  th« 
ability  of  the  witness  to  testify  to.     That 
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is,  that  he  knew  her  handwriting  from 
having  seen  her  writing,  and  so  forth. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  sustained. 
The  witness  could  be  further  questioned 
to  qualify  him. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mrs.  Snyder  write,  Mr.  Ash- 
field?    A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  her  handwriting?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was  the  letter  which  you  said  you  received 
in  her  handwriting?    A.  It  was,  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  will  you  state  the  contents  of  the  let- 
ter? 

Mr.  Hazelton :  The  same  objection,  if 
the  Court  please,  for  the  purpose  of  the 
record. 

The   Court :     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     I  respectfully  except. 

The  "Witness:  The  letter  enclosed  a 
blank  check,  and  she  requested  me  to  take 
the  check  and  ascertain  the  correct  amount 
3654  of  premiums   that  were   due.     The   check 

was  dated  on  the  —  it  was  post-dated  the 
13th  of  March.  And  she  requested,  in  her 
letter,  that  I  find  out  the  amount  due  and 
deposit  it  on  March  13th. 

Q.  You  say  the  check  was  in  blank?  A.  It 
was  drawn  to  the  Prudential  Insurance  Company, 
but  the  amount  was  blank. 

Q.  The  only  blank  part  was  the  amount?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Xow,  I  show  you  this  paper,  and  ask  yon 
if  vou  can  identify  that  paper?  A.  (Examining) 
That  is  the  check. 
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Mr.  Hazelton:  Is  that  the  premium 
check,  Mr.  Newcombe? 

Mr.   Newcombe :     Yes. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  It  is  stipulated  that  it 
may  be  offered  in  evidence.  No  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  defendants. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  No.  53,  of  this  date.) 

3656 

Q.  What  part  of  that  check  is  in  your  hand- 
writing? A.  (Examining)  Numerals,  "$261.21," 
and  the  writing  "261  21-100." 

Q.  And  the  balance  is  in  whose  handwriting! 
A.  Mrs.  Snyder's. 

Q.  Did  that  amount  represent  the  premium  on 
the  —  I  withdraw  that  question.  What  does 
that  amount  represent?  The  premiums  on  what? 
A.  On  the  $50,000 ;  on  the  forty-five  and  the  five. 

Q.  For  what  period  of  time?    A.  Three  months. 

Q.  And  when  was  that  premium  due  that  was     3657 
paid  by  that  check.    A.  It  was  due  on  February 
14th. 

Q.  Is  there  any  grace  under  the  policy?  A. 
Thirty-one  days. 

Q.  So  that  March  14tii  would  be  the  date  of 
expiration  of  grace?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  check?  A.  I 
carried  it  in  my  pocket  until  the  time  arrived 
for  it  to  be  deposited. 

Q.  And  then  did  you  deposit  it?  A.  I  depos- 
ited it  on  March  14th. 

Q.  And  when  you  say  deposited,  what  do  you 
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mean?    To  whom  did  yon  give  it?    A.  I  turned 
it  in  to  the  cashier's  window;  in  the  office. 
Q.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  I  submit  these 
policies  to  the  jury,  so  that  they  may  see 
them? 

The  Court:    Yes. 

(Papers  referred  to  were  then  handed 

3659  to  the  jury.) 

Cross  Examination  by  Mr.  Hazelton: 

Q.  Mr.  Ashfield,  the  insurance  was  originally 
written  for  what  amount?    A.  $1,000. 

Q.  And  the  second  policies  were  for  what 
amount?     A.  $50,000.     $45,000  and  $5,000. 

Q.  What  is  the  total  amount  of  the  insurance 
that  was  issued  and  delivered?     A.  $51,000. 

Q.  Then  there  has  been  no  increase  at  any 
time  in  the  amount  of  the  insurance  from  the 

3660  day   of   issuance   down   to   the   present   time,   is 
that  right?     A.  That  is  right. 

Q.  When  you  solicited  the  insurance  from  Mrs. 
Snyder,  it  was  your  ambition  as  an  insurance 
asrent  to  write  as  high  a  policy  as  was  reasonably 
possible,  was  it  not?     A.  It  was. 

Q.  So  you  prepared  to  discuss  it  with  her  and 
her  husband,  is  that  right?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  want  at  any  time  to  be  a  party 
to  the  illesral  issuance  or  improper  issuance  of 
anv  insurance  policy,  did  you?    A.  No. 

O.  Your  intention  was  solely  to  get  as  much 
irsurance  as  possiblie  and  comply  with  the  rules 
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and    regulations    of   your    organization,    is   that 
right?     A.  It  is. 

Q.  So  when  you  went  there  you  talked  about 
an  educational  policy,  did  you  not?  A.  Yes,  I 
believe  so. 

Q.  You  knew  that  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Snyder  were 
interested  in  the  future  education  of  their  child, 
Lorraine,  did  you  not?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  And  consequently  you  submitted  what  I 
might  term  or  what  perhaps  believed  to  be  at-  3550 
tractive  inducements  to  have  Mr.  Snyder  take 
out  a  policy  that  would  provide  for  the  future 
education  of  the  child  Lorraine,  is  that  right? 
A.  It  is. 

Q.  But  no  educational  policy  was  taken  out, 
was  there?     A.  No. 

Q.  Of  course,  a  policy  of  $1,000  would  not  in 
any  wise  whatsoever  provide  sufficiently  for  the 
future  education  of  a  child,  in  your  opinion, 
would  it? 

Mr.    Newcombe:      Objected    to,   if  your     3663 
Honor  please,   as  incompetent,   irrelevant 
and  immaterial. 

The   Court:     Objection   overruled. 

A.  (No  answer.) 

Q.  Would  it?     A.  No,  it  is  not  sufficient. 

Q.  So  that  when  you  went  there,  you  went 
there  primarily  with  the  intention  in  any  event 
of  writing  a  larger  policy  than  $1,000,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.    Newcombe:      Objected   to,    if  your 
Honor  please. 
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The  Court:  I  think  I  will  allow  tfie 
question. 

A.  (No  answer.) 

Q.  Did  you  not?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  Mr.  Snyder  stated  that  that  is  all 
that  he  wanted,  a  $1,000  endowment  policy,  is 
that  right?     A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  When  he  stated  that,  of  course  you  were 

3665  lightly   at    least   disappointed,   were   you    not? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  in  addition  to  having  the  application  for 
the  $1,000  policy  signed,  you  had  an  additional 
application  signed  in  case  Mr.  Snyder  would 
want  any  higher  insurance  or  change  his  mind, 
did  you  not?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  of  course  Mr.  Snyder  stated  to  you 
that  he  would  think  it  over  after  you  had  gone, 
did  he  not?  A.  He  said  that  or  something  simi- 
lar. 

Q.  That  is  your  best  recollection?  A.  That  is 
right. 

Q.  So  that  when  you  left  there  then,  basing 
your  actions  upon  the  statements  of  Mr.  Snyder, 
you  left  with  the  hope  and  expectation  of  even- 
tually obtaining  large  insurance,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  object,  if  your  Hon- 
or please.  The  hopes  and  expectations  of 
the  witness. 

The  Court:  I  cannot  quite  see  the  pur- 
pose, but  I  have  no  doubt  that  counsel  has 
a  purpose  and  the  court  will  allow  coun- 
sel to  develop  his  purpose. 
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Q.  Is  that  right!  A.  Would  you  mind  stating 
that  again,  please. 

Q.  Yes.  When  you  left  there  then,  with  this 
policy,  this  application  in  blank,  you  left  with, 
the  hope  and  expectation  that  further  larger  in- 
surance would  eventually  be  taken,  did  you  not? 
A.  Yes,  sure. 

Q.  That  was  the  purpose  of  this  blank  appli- 
cation, was  it  not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  not  uncommon,  for  insurance  agents     3ggg 
to  have  issued   eventually   larger   amounts    and 
additional   policies  than  that   originally   applied 
for,  is  it?     A.  No. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  question  21  of  the 
Prudential  application,  which  you  used  in  this 
instance,  is  very  often  answered  by  progressive 
agents  with  a  request  for  additional  insurance, 
is  it  not?     A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  You  are  acquainted  with  Question  21,  aren't 
you?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  So,  the  next  day  or  thereabouts  after  you 
had  left  with  those  two  signed  applications  you 
received  word  from  Mrs.  Snyder  that  she  wanted 
to  converse  with  you,  didn't  you?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  And  then  she  came  and  told  you  that  she 
wanted  the  additional  insurance?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  of  course  you  already  having  with 
that  very  purpose  in  view  the  second  application 
executed  in  blank  you,  in  your  opinion,  legiti- 
mately and  properly  used  it  for  that  purpose, 
didn't  you? 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  object  to  that,  legi- 
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tiinately  and  properly  used  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

The  Court:  He  is  asked  for  his  esti- 
mate of  the  quality  of  his  mind  at  the  time. 
In  cross-examination  they  have  a  right  to 
bring  that  out.     Objection  overruled. 

Q.  Did  you,  yes  or  no?     A.  You  will  have  to 
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state  that  aerain 


^' 


The  Court:  We  will  have  the  steno- 
grapher repeat  the  question.  The  steno- 
grapher will  repeat  the  question. 

(The  question  was  repeated  by  the 
stenographer  as  follows: 

"Q.  And  of  course  you  already  having  with 
that  very  purpose  in  view  the  second  applica- 
tion executed  in  blank  you,  in  your  opinion,  legi- 
timately and  properly  used  it  for  that  purpose, 
didn't  you!"    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  filled  in  the  first  application  for 
$1,000?     A.  I  did. 

0.  .And  who  filled  in  the  second  application ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  But  you  had  seen  Mr.  Snyder  sign  the 
two  himself  in  your  presence?  Is  that  right? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  the  one  for  $1,000  was  filled  in  before 
he  signed  it,  wasn't  it?     A.  In  skeleton  form. 

Q.  In  skeleton  form?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  But  the  one  which  was  used  eventually 
for  the  larger  amount  of  insurance  was  not 
filled  in  at  all  when  he  signed  it?  A.  That  is 
right. 
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Q.  You  had  discussed  the  details  and  the  pro- 
visions of  the  various  policies  with  Mr.  Snyder 
and  Mrs.  Snyder  before  you  left  that  evening, 
didn't  you?    A.  I  had. 

Q.  You  say  you  delivered  the  policies  to  her? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  They  are  still  in  force,  is  that  right?  A. 
They  are. 

Q.  And  she  asked  you  to  send  her  the  receipts, 
didn't  she?    A.  She  asked  me  to  deliver  them  to     3674 
her  in  person. 

Q.  And  she  paid  the  premiums  by  her  own 
check,  didn't  she?    A.  She  did. 

Q.  And  sometimes  in  cash?     A.  No. 

Q.  Always  by  her  own  checks?  A.  When  she 
paid  me  she  gave  me  her  check.  I  believe  that 
she  paid  at  the  office  once  or  twice. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  know  how  she  paid  there? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  And  of  course  you  do  not  know  how  there 
came  to  her  the  bank  account  from  which   she 
drew  the  moneys  with  which  she  paid  those  pre-     3675 
miums,  do  you.    You  do  not  know  that?    A.  I  do 
not  know  the  bank  account. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  the  money  came  to 
that  account,  out  of  which  she  paid  the  premi- 
ums?    A.  No,  of  course  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  hus- 
band had  knowledge  that  she  paid  those  premi- 
ums, do  you?    A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the  hus- 
band told  her  to  have  the  additional  insurance 
taken  out,  do  you?     A.  No. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  know  whether  or  not   at 
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any  time  they  felt  the  policy  had  become  burden- 
some and  that  she  called  at  your  office  to  have 
it  cancelled?  You  do  not  know  that  as  a  fact, 
do  you?    A.  Not  as  a  fact. 

Q.  You  just  had  heard  rumors  to  that  extent, 
hadn't  you? 
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Mr.  Newcombe:  That  is  objected  to. 
The  Court:  Objection  sustained. 

Q.  Well,  you  heard  such  a  conversation  in 
your  office,  haven't  you? 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  object  to  it. 
The  Court:  Objection  sustained. 
Mr.  Hazelton.     Exception. 

Q.  Haven't  you  heard  such  a  conversation 
from  your  superiors  to  the  effect  that  Mrs.  Sny- 
der had  called  there  to  have  those  policies  can- 
celled because  the  premiums  had  proved  them- 
selves too  burdensome? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  object,  and  I  think  it 
improper  for  counsel  to  have  asked  that 
question  in  that  way  after  your  Honor 
has  already  ruled  on  it. 

The  Court:   I  will  sustain  the  objection. 

Mr.  Hazelton.    I  respectfully  except. 

Q.  But  you  had  heard  that  she  wanted  them 
cancelled,  hadn't  you? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  object  to  that,  if  your 
Honor  please. 
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The    Court:    Objection    sustained. 
Mr.  Hazelton.     Exception. 

Q.  Naturally,  as  an  agent,  you  had  an  interest 
in  the  premiums  that  were  paid,  did  you  not? 
A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  So,  naturally,  you  were  concerned  as  to 
whether  or  not  those  policies  were  cancelled, 
weren't  you?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  And,  of  course,  then,  naturally,  you  heard 
that  she  applied  to  have  them  cancelled  and  was 
told  to  keep  them  for  three  years  so  she  woulrl 
not  lose  her  premiums,  didn't  you? 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  object,  if  your  Honor 
please,  on  the  same  ground. 

The  Court.    The  objection  is  sustained. 

Mr.  Hazelton :  Exception.  No  further 
questions  of  this  witness. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  And  I  think  it  is  highly 
improper  that  counsel  should  ask  those 
questions  after  your  Honor  has  ruled.  3681 

The  Court:  I  think  they  have  the  right 
to  make  the  record. 

Redirect  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  The  insurance  that  Albert  Snyder  applied 
for  was  a  thousand  dollars,  wasn't  it?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that  as 
already   answered,  if  the  Court  please. 

The  Court:  It  has  been  answered.  I 
presume  it  is  only  preliminary. 
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Q.  And  the  insurance  he  got  or,  rather, 
the  insurance  that  was  written  on  his  life,  was 
$51,000,  wasn't  it? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  One  moment.  I  object 
to  that  as  already  answered  and  leading 
one's  own  witness. 

The  Court:  The  question  has  been 
answered.     It  is  only  summing  it  up. 
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Q.  Mr.  Ashfield,  I  think  you  told  me  that  you 
never  spoke  to  Albert  Snyder  after  the  date  he 
signed  that  application,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  One  moment.  Well,  it 
is  correct,  yes. 

Q.  Is  that  correct?    A.  It  is. 
Q.  The  application  went  through  for  $50,000, 
didnt  it,  one  policy? 

Mr.  Hazelton :  Just  one  moment.  I  be- 
lieve, if  the  Court  pleases,  that  this  should 
not  be  allowed  on  redirect,  because  it  has 
already  been  answered. 

The  Court:  I  fancy  it  is  only  introduc- 
tory to  something,  and  I  am  going  to  allow 
it  only  to  get  to  the  thing  which  he  pur- 
ports to  introduce. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  have  no  exception. 

Q.  That  is  correct,  isn't  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  when  the  application  went  through  for  \ 
the  $50,000  double  disability  and  double  indem- 
nity in  the  form  of  this  cheap  insurance,  did  the 
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company  write  that  policy  under   that   applica- 
tion, or  did  they  require  an  amendment? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that  as  incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:    The  objection  is  sustained. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  If  your  Honor  please, 
I  want  to  show  now  — 

Mr.  Hazelton:    One  moment.     I  do  not 
believe    the    District    Attorney    can    state     ^686 
what  he  wants  to   show,  when  the  Court 
has    already    excluded    it,    by     sustaining 
my  objection. 

The  Court:  The  ruling  of  the  Court  is 
based  upon  the  form  of  the  question.  He 
has  not  shown  that  he  has  any  knowledge 
of  the  reasons  back  of  whatever  may  have 
been  done. 


Q.  The  application  was  for  $50,000,  wasn't  it? 
A.  It  was. 

Q.  One  policy?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  the  policies  came  down  they 
were  forty-five  and  five,  weren't  they?  A.  They 
were. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  for  that? 

Mr.  Hazelton:     I  object  to  that  as  in- 
competent, irrevelant  and  immaterial. 
The  Court:     The  objection  is  sustained. 

Q.  When  an  application  is  signed  for  a  certain 
form  of  insurance,  for  one  policy  of  $50,000, 
does  the  company  issue  policies  different  from 
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the  application,  without  some  writing  from  the 
applicant? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  One  moment.  I  object 
to  that  as  incompetent,  irrevelant  and  im- 
material. 

The  Court:    The  objection  is  sustained. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     No  questions. 

Mr.  Millard:  No  questions  by  the 
defendant  Gray. 
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GEOEGE  MAEKS,  residing  at  10462  High  View 
Avenue,  Jamaica,  called  as  a  witness  on  behalf 
of  the  People,  being  duly  sworn,  testifies  as 
follows : 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Froessel : 

Q.  Mr.  Marks,  you  are  a  letter  carrier?  A. 
I  am. 

Q.  Connected  with  the  United  States  Govern- 
3690    ment  Post  Office  at  Jamaica?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  so  connected?  A. 
Between  five  and  six  years. 

Q.  Your  territory,  does  that  cover  the  vicinity 
0f  9357  _  222nd  Street,  Queens  Village,  this 
county?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  how  long  has  that  been  your  territory? 
A.  Between  three  and  four  years. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  Euth  Snyder? 
A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  do  you  know  Euth  Snyder?  A. 
Well,  practically  since  she  lived  there. 
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Q.  Now,  how  long  is  that?  A.  I  really  couldn't 
specify  no  time. 

Q.  About  how  long?  A.  About  three  years,  I 
should  think. 

Q.  And  how  was  your  acquaintance  formed, 
simply  as —  In  the  way  of  delivering  mail  to 
the  residence?    A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  You  had  not  known  her  before,  had  you? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  ever  have  a  talk  with  Mrs.     3692 
Snyder,    the    defendant,    with    reference    to    the 
delivery  of  mail  matter  to  her  or  to  her  resi- 
dence ? 

Mr.  Millard:  Eight  here  we  renew  the 
objection  on  the  same  grounds,  your 
Honor. 

The  Court:  The  objection  will  be  over- 
ruled, and  the  jury  instructed  that  con- 
versations between  the  witness  and  Mrs. 
Snyder  has  no  bearing  upon  the  defendant 
Gray,  and  only  bears  upon  the  defendant  3(593 
Snyder,  until  the  court  may  otherwise 
instruct  the  jury. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  question  I  asked  you? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Froessel:  May  the  stenographer 
read  the  question. 

The  Court:  Yes,  the  stenographer  will 
read  the  question. 

(Question  read.) 

Q.  Now,  did  you  ever  have  a  talk  with  Mrs. 
Snyder,  the  defendant,  with  reference  to  the  de- 
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livery  of  mail  matter  to  her  or  to  her  residence? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  that  conversation?  A.  "Well, 
according  to  what  mail  you  are  talking  about! 

Q.  Well,  tell  us  all  the  conversation  with  refer- 
ence to  the  various  kinds  of  mail  that  you  did 
talk  about?    A.  (No  answer.) 

By  the  Court. 

3695  Q*  ^°  ^  ou  remember  when  you  had  the  first,  or 
about  when  you  had  the  first  conversation  with 
Mrs.  Snyder  with  reference  to  the  mail  delivery? 
A.  No,  I  really  couldn't  specify  anything  on  that, 
either. 

Q.  Well,  do  you  remember  the  first  subject 
discussed  with  Mrs.  Snyder  with  reference  to 
mail,  what  was  the  object  of  that  discussion. 
A.  "Well,  it  was  — 

Q.  Any  particular  quality  of  mail?  A.  Mail 
came  through  to  me  addressed  to  Mrs.  Jane  Gray 
or  J.   Gray,  and  Mrs.  Snyder  requested  me  to 

3696  give  it  to  her  personally,  and  I  fulfilled  that  re- 
quest. 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Did  she  say  to  you  what  you  should  do  with 
that  mail  if  you  had  it  for  delivery  and  she  was 
not  at  home?    A.  Keep  it  until  — 

Mr.  Hazelton:  One  moment,  if  it  please 
the  Court,  I  object  to  that  question. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  sustained. 

Q.  What  else,  Mr.  Witness,  did  she  say  to  you 
with  regard  to  the  delivery  of  any  mail  matter 
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addressed  to  Jane  or  J.  Gray  other  than  what 
you  have  testified? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  Now,  is  the  Court  please, 
that  is  objected  to  upon  the  ground  it  is 
suggestive  and  leading,  and  assumes  some- 
thing else  was  said. 

The  Court:  I  will  sustain  the  objection. 
I  will  allow  the  question  to  be  put  in  a 
different  form.  3(598 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversaition  with  Mrs. 
Snyder  with  reference  to  the  delivery  of  mail 
bearing  the  name  Gray,  and  if  so,  what  that  con- 
versation was?  A.  She  asked  me  to  deliver  that 
mail  to  her  in  person,  as  that  was  from  one  of 
her  boy  friends. 

Q.  Did  she  say  anything  else  with  reference  to 
that  mail  other  than  deliver  it  personally?  A. 
Outside  of  what  I  just  told  you? 

Q.  That  is  all  she  said?     A.  Yes.  3699 

Q.  How  many  times  did  you  have  a  conversa- 
tion that  effect?  A.  Well,  once  was  all  that  was 
necessary  as  far  as  I  can  remember,  and  I  done 
as  she  instructed  me  to  do.  Deliver  it  to  her  in 
person  only,  which  I  did. 

Q.  How  frequently,  tell  us,  did  you  receive 
mail  matter  addressed  to  J.  or  Jane  Gray?  A. 
Some  times  it  came  in  every  day,  sometimes  it 
missed  a  day  in  between. 

Q.  And  over  a  period  of  how  long  in  a  year 
or  two  years?    A.  It  is  over  a  year  I  should  think. 
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Q.   Did  you  notice  the  post  marks   on  these 
letters  that  you  are  referring  to? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  it  as  incompe- 
tent, irrevelant  and  immaterial,  and  not 
the  best  evidence. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled.  Answer 
yes  or  no,  whether  you  did  notice. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  No  objection  to  that. 

3701 

A.  So  far  as  I  noticed,  the  mail  generally  came 

from  up  New  York  State. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  the  defendant 

Ruth  Snyder  with  respect  to  any  mail  that  came 

from  the  Prudential  Life  Insurance   Company1? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  Objected  to  if  it  please 
the  Court,  it  is  suggestive  and  leading. 

The   Court:   It  is   suggestive  and   it  is 
leading.     Possibly  we   can  come  back   to 
it  in  a  different  form. 
3702  Mr.   Froessel:  I  followed  your  Honor's 

suggestion  when  you  said  what  topic  or 
subject  matter  was  discussed  regarding 
this  mail. 

The  Court:  The  question  is  whether  the 
witness  requires  his  memory  refreshed  nt 
this  moment.  If  he  does  not  require  it 
refreshed,  of  course  it  should  not  be  re- 
freshed. If  he  does,  you  may  direct  his 
attention  specifically  to  the  matter  you 
have  in  mind. 

t 

Bv  The  Court : 

Q.  Do  you  recall  any  conversations  with    Mrs. 
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Snyder  other  than  those  you  have  already  testi- 
fied to,  with  reference  to  mail  matter?  A.  Out- 
side of  the  Prudential  Insurance  Company,  she 
told  me  to  give  them  letters  to  her  personally, 
which  I  fulfilled  her  instructions. 

By  Mr.  Proessel : 

Q.  Did  you  carry  out  the  instruction  and  de- 
liver to  her  personally  all  mail  matter   coming 
from  the  Prudential  Life  Insurance   Company!     3704 
A.  I  did,  yes  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  other  talks  with  Mrs. 
Snyder  with  regard  to  any  other  character  of 
mail  that  came  to  the  house? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  respectfully  submit, 
your  Honor,  it  is  improper,  especially  for 
the  reason  that  the  witness  has  already 
stated  to  your  Honor  that  he  only  had 
that  one  conversation,  and  that  was  all 
he  believed  was  necessary. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled.  3705 

Mr.  Hazelton:   I  respectfully  except. 

The  Court:  The  stenographer  will 
repeat  the  question. 

(Question  repeated  by  the  stenographer, 
as  follows: 

"Q.  Did  you  have  any  other  talks  with 
Mrs.  Snyder  with  regard  to  any  other 
character  of  mail  that  came  to  the  house?") 

A.  Outside  of  New  York  Telephone  Companv 
bills. 

Q.  State   what   that    conversation    was    about, 
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what  she  said  and  what  was  done  about  it?  A. 
She  told  me  to  give  them  to  her  personally,  which 
I  did. 

Q.  What  else  did  she  say  with  regard  to  tele- 
phone mail?  A.  She  passed  a  remark  one  day 
that  her  husband  had  got  hold  of  one  of  the  bills 
and  he  thought  it  was  too  high,  therefore  I  should 
give  no  telephone  bills  outside  of  anybody  but 
herself. 

3707  Q.  Do  you  recall  handling  some  mail  ad- 
dressed to  J.  Gray  on  the  morning  of  March  21st 
last?  A.  That  was  the  following  Monday  morn- 
ing, wasn't  it? 

Q.  Do  you  recall  the  time  when  you  learned 
that  something  had  happened  out  at  this  partic- 
ular house?    A.   I  do. 

Q.  And  do  you  recall  receiving  for  delivery  at 
that  house  three  packages  of  mail?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  show  you  three  packages  of  mail  and  ask 
you  whether  these  are  the  three  to  which  you 
refer  in  your  testimony  (handing  papers  to  the 
witness)  ?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Froessel :  I  ask  that  they  be  marked 
for  identification. 

The  Court:  Yes,  let  us  mark  them  for 
identification,  first. 

(The  papers  referred  to  were  marked  People's 
Exhibits  54,  55  and  56,  for  identification.) 

Mr.  Hazelton:  Are  they  for  our  inspec- 
tion at  this  time,  Mr.  Froessel? 

Mr.   Froessel:   No.     They   are  just  for 


3708 


1237 
Alice  Prinz — Direct  Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  3709 

identification.  I  have  not  seen  them  my- 
self.   When  they  are  offered  in  evidence  — 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  do  not  mind. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  All  right. 

Mr.  Millard:  Inasmuch  as  they  are  only 
marked  for  identification  we  shall  formally 
object. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Mr.  Millard  has  object- 
ed, and  we  won't  let  anybody  see  them. 

Mr.  Millard:  No  questions.  3110 

Mr.  Hazelton:  No  questions. 

ALICE  PRINZ,  called  as  a  witness  on  behalf 
of  the  People,  first  being  duly  sworn,  testifies 
as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  she  resides  at 
No.  44  Canal  Street,  Jamaica,  Queens 
County.) 

Direct  Examination 

By  Mr.  Froessel:  31W 

Q.  Miss  Prinz,  you  are  employed  by  the  Pru- 
dential Life  Insurance  Company?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  And  have  been  employed  for  at  least  six 
months  last  past?    A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Ashfield,  one  of  the  previ- 
ous witnesses?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  was,  likewise,  employed  with  your  com- 
pany in  March,  of  this  year,  was  he  not?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  Jamaica  branch  of  the  Pru- 
dential Life  Insurance  Company?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  are  your  particular  duties  in  the  com- 
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pany?     A.  "Well,  taking  care  of  the  cash  report 
and  entering  on  the  premiums. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  premiums  due  on  the 
policies  of  Albert  Snyder,  which  premiums  were 
due  in  February,  of  this  year?    A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  it  pleases  the  Court, 
if  it  may  facilitate  matters  — 

Mr.  Froessel :  No,  just  a  question  — 

3713  Mr.  Hazelton:  —  we  will  stipulate  that 
all  premiums  were  paid  by  Mrs.  Euth  Sny- 
der; and  the  District  Attorney  may  dictate 
the  stipuation  in  to  the  record. 

Mr.  Froessel :  I  would  just  like  to  prove 
it.  It  will  only  take  two  or  three  questions. 

The  Court :  You  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  object  upon  the 
grounds  heretofore  stated,  with  the  same 
exception. 

Q.  I  show  you  People's  Exhibit  No.  53,  of  this 

3714  date,  and  ask  you  whether  you  recall  that  check 
being  delivered  to  you  as  cashier  of  this  office 
in.  payment  of  the  said  premium?  A.  (Examin- 
ing)   Yes,  sir,  that  is  the  check. 

Q.  Did  you  then  prepare  a  receipt  to  cover 
this  payment?  A.  "Why,  the  receipt  is  alreadv 
prepared.    I  just  sign  it  and  put  the  date  on  it. 

Q.  Showing  that  it  had  been  paid?    A.   Yes. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  the  receipt  after  you 
had  signed  it,  as  you  have  stated?  A.  I  mailed 
it  to  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Q.  At  whose  request?  A.  At  her  request  over 
the  'phone. 
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Mr.  Froessel:  That  is  all. 
Mr.  Hazelton:  No  questions. 
Mr.  Miller :  No  questions. 

CHARLES  P.  R.  DORSCHEL,  residing  at  237 
Beverly  Road,  Douglaston,  Long  Island,  called 
as  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  People,  being 
duly  sworn,  testifies  as  follows: 

Direct  examination  by  Mr.  Froessel:  07-1  a 

Q.  Mr.  Dorschel,  you  are  a  Lieutenant  at- 
tached to  the  Police  Department  of  the  City  of 
New  York?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  being  in  the  office  of  the  Dis- 
trict Attorney,  Queens  County,  on  Monday  night 
or  early  Tuesday  morning,  March  21st  or  22nd, 
respectively?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  seeing  there  at  that  time  the 
defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was   there   a   conversation   in   which   they 

took  part  at  that  time  with  respect  to  a  location 

3717 
—  as  to  the  location  of  a  certain  hardware  store 

in  Kingston,  New  York?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  was  in  the  course  of  that  conversation 
a  diagram  prepared  by  the  defendant  Gray?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  show  you  a  paper  and  ask  you  if  the  writ- 
ing, diagram  and  all  marks  on  this  paper  were 
made  by  the  defendant  Gray  (handing  paper  to 
witness)  ? 

Mr.  Millard:  Just  a  minnte.  The  de- 
fendant Gray  objects  to  this  testimony 
until  we  have  had  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
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amining  this  witness  to  ascertain  under 
what  conditions  this  diagram  was  made, 
whether  is  was  made  voluntarily  or  by 
threats  or  coercion. 

The  Court:  The  opportunity  to  cross 
examine  the  witness  on  that  subject  will 
be  allowed,  and  as  we  have  reached  the 
hour  of  4:30,  the  court  thinks  it  would  be 
advisable   to   postpone   that  inquiry  until 

3719  tomorrow's  session. 

The  defendants  will  now  retire. 
(The  defendants  retire  from  the  court 
room). 

The  Court:  Gentleman  of  the  Jury,  the  Court 
does  admonish  you  not  to  converse  among  your- 
selves about  this  case  or  to  suffer  anyone  to  con- 
verse with  you  with  reference  to  it.  You  will 
read  nothing  in  the  papers  having  any  bearing 
upon  it,  and  you  will  endeavor  to  keep  your 
minds  open  and  free  until  the  case    has    been 

3720  finally  submitted  to  you  for  your  verdict. 

The  court  will  take  a  recess  until  tomorrow 
morning  at  ten  o'clock. 

Adjourned  to  April  26th,  1927,  at  10:00  o'clock 
A.  M. 


The  People  v.  Ruth  Snyder  and  Henry  Judd  Gray. 

April  26,  1927. 
Trial  continued. 

The  Court:  The  People  may  proceed. 
I  understand  the  witness  is  for  cross  ex- 
amination.    The  witness  will  be  called. 

Roll  call  of  jury,  all  answering  present. 
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CHARLES    P.    R,    DORSCHEL    resumes    the 
stand. 

The    Court:   You  may   question,   Judge 
Millard.         ,         ^     '  ?  >         7 

Ore  $  3  t=x<r"i  *  from^t  By  fa  *r  «**  ///» ?-v 

Q.  You  are  a  Lieutenant  in  the  Police  Depart- 
ment of  the  City  of  New  York?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  just  where  Henry  Judd  Gray 
made   that   drawing  which  has    been   presented     %i22 
here?     A.  In  the  District  Attorney's  office,  the 
morning  of  March  22nd,  about  3:00  A.  M. 

Q.  What  time  of  the  day?  A.  About  3:00 
A.  M. 

Q.  3:00  A.  M.f    A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Of  what  date?    A.  March  22nd. 

The  Court:   Speak  a   little  louder,  Mr. 
Witness,  if  you  can. 

Q.  How  many  were  present  there  at  the  time? 
A.  The  exact  number,  I  couldn't  really  recall,  sir.     3723 

Q.  Well,  who  were  present  to  your  best  recol- 
lection. A.  Mr.  Newcombe,  Mr.  Conroy,  Mr. 
Higgins,  I  think  Mr.  Conroy,  the  secretary,  and 
a  number  of  others,  I  couldn't  just  recall,  sir, 
just  now. 

Q.  Well,  there  were  15  or  20  present  in  the 
room,  were  there  not?  A.  I  wouldn't  say  there 
were  that  many. 

Q.  Well,  would  you  say  12?    A.  About  10. 

Q.  About  10?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  was  Gray  represented  at  all  there  by 
counsel?    A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  requested  counsel 
at  the  time? 

Mr.  Froessel :  That  is  objected  to  as 
being  incompetent,  irrelevant  and  imma- 
terial. 

Mr.  Millard:  No,  no,  it  shows  the  condi- 
tion. 

The  Court:   Objection  overruled. 

3725 

Q.  Did  Henry  Judd  Gray  demand  counsel  at 

the  time?    A.  I  don't  know,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  him  make  any  request  for 
counsel?    No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  present  all  the  time  that  he 
was  there  in  that  room?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  "Well,  how  long  were  you  there?     A.  I  was 
in  there  about  half  an  hour. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  long  Henry  Judd  Gray 
had  been  in  that  room?    A.  I  am  trying  to  recall. 
About  two  hours,  I  believe. 
3726        Q.  And  do  you  know  where  he  had  come  from 
when  he  entered  that  room?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where?    A.  I  first  met  him  at  125th  Street 
railroad  station,  New  York  Central. 

Q.  And  where  had  he  come  from  then? 

The  Court:  How  can  the  witness  know 
excepting  from  hearsay? 

A.  Only  from  what  I  know. 

Q.  You  met  him  at  the  train  at  125th  Street,  \ 
Grand  Central?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Henry  Judd 
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Gray  had  made  any  statement  whatever  concern- 
ing this  alleged  crime  before  that  drawing  was 
made?  A.  Yes,  sir.  I  watched  him  read  it  and 
sign  it. 

Q.  And  how  long  prior  to  the  making  of  that 
drawing  had  he  signed  the  statement.  A.  A  few 
minutes. 

Q.  Before  making  that  statement,  what  ques- 
tions if  any,  were  presented  to  Mr.  Gray  in  your 
presence?  Well  who  spoke  to  Gray  and  what  did  3728 
they  say  to  Gray  and  what  did  Gray  reply  in 
your  presence?  A.  The  only  thing  in  my  pres- 
ence was  that  I  asked  Mr.  Newcombe  something, 
and  Mr.  Newcombe  then  asked  Mr.  Gray  a  ques- 
tion. He  then  said  to  him,  ''Could  you  draw  a 
diagram  showing  the  location  of  the  hardware 
store  and  the  drug  store  in  relationship  to  the 
hotel  that  you  speak  of?'  He  said,  "Yes."  He 
took  a  pad  and  pen  and  made  a  diagram. 

Q.  But  prior  to  that  he  had  signed  a  written 
statement,  didn't  he?    A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  hear  any  questions  presented     3729 
to  him  before  he  signed  that  written  statement? 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  not  there?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  counsel  for 
Gray  had  demanded  the  privilege  of  seeing  him 
before  he  made  that  drawing  at  the  District  At- 
torney's office?  A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
did  or  not. 

Q.  Was  Henry  Judd  Gray  apparently  exhaust- 
ed in  any  way  or  was  he  tired  or  sleepy  at  that 
time?    A.    He  did  not  appear  to  be. 

Q.  He  seemed  to  be  perfectly  fresh?     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  Fresh?  A.  Well,  I  would  not  say  just 
fresh,  but  he  did  not  appear  to  be  tired. 

Q.  Well,  alert,  active,  as  you  are  now?  A.  Yes, 
alert  and  active. 

Q.  At  three  o'clock  in  the  morning?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  To  your  knowledge,  had  he  had  any  rest? 
A.  I  couldn't  say,  sir. 

Mr.  Millard:  At  this  time,  you  Honor, 

3731  it  is  so  apparent  that  this  particular  wit- 
ness — 

The  Court:  If  you  have  an  objection, 
state  it  and  I  will  entertain  it. 

Mr.  Millard:  It  must  of  necessity  be 
presented  this  way,  Judge,  because  this  is 
an  alleged  drawing  made  by  Gray. 

The  Court:  The  Court  understands  just 
what  it  is. 

Mr.  Millard:  (Continuing)  And  prior 
to  that  time,  it  has  been  stated  here,  that 
written    statement    was    signel    by      him. 

3732  Instead  of  beginning  at  the  end  of  the 
journey,  before  this  paper  can  properly 
be  admitted  in  evidence,  we,  it  seems  to 
me,  have  a  right  to  show  under  what  con- 
ditions that  paper  was  signed  and  whether 
it  was  not  the  consummation  of  an  alleged 
confession  made  on  the  train  under  very 
peculiar  circumstances. 

The  Court:  The  Court  is  with  you  on 
that  proposition  of  law.  You  have  that 
right. 

Mr.  Millard:  Then,  Judge,  I  ask  the 
privilege    of    examining    other     witnesses 
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from  the  time  Judd  Gray  left  Syracuse, 
to  ascertain  whether  there  was  not  an 
alleged,  or  a  statement  of  some  kind  made 
on  the  train,  and  that  as  a  consummation 
of  that  statement  this  written  statement 
and  drawing  were  made. 

The  Court:  You  will  call  such  witnesses 
as  you  may  elect.  The  Court  will  then 
rule  upon  the  competency  of  their  testi- 
mony. 3734 

Mr.  Millard:  Yes,  I  appreciate  that, 
Judge,  but  this  witness  — 

The  Court:  I  do  not  think  we  need 
argue  further  as  to  this  witness.  If  you 
have  finished  with  this  witness,  he  may  re- 
tire for  the  moment,  and  you  may  put  on 
the  stand  such  witnesses  as  you  wish  and 
offer  your  testimony. 

Mr.  Millard:  That  is  the  privilege  I  re- 
quest, your  Honor.     That  is  all  I  request. 

That  is  all,  Dorschell.  Now  I  ask  you 
to  call  Captain  McDermott,  of  the  Police 
Department. 

The  Court:  Captain  McDermott  will  be 
called. 

MICHAEL  F.  McDERMOTT,  residing  at  3721 
88th  Street,  Jackson  Heights,  called  as  a  wit- 
ness, for  cross  examination,  being  dully  sworn, 
testifies  as  follows: 

Mr.  Froessel:  The  record,  of  course, 
will  show  that  this  witness  is  being  called 
bv  Mr.  Millard. 


3735 
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Mr.  Millard:  In  cross  examination. 

The  Court:  It  will  so  appear,  that  he 
is  being  called  in  cross  examination  upon 
the  question  of  free  and  voluntary  quality 
of  the  diagram  which  has  been  offered  in 
evidence,  and  its  making. 

Cross  examination 
By  Mr.  Millard: 

3737  Q.  You  are  an  officer  in  the  Police  Department 
of  the  City  of  New  York?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  Lieutenant?    A.  A  Lieutenant  of  Police. 

Q.  Are  you  in  the  Detective  Service?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  McDermott?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant,  Henry  Judd 
Gray?    A.    Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  first  see  him,  Lieutenant? 
A.  At  Police  Headquarters  in  Syracuse,  New 
York. 

Q.  At  what  time?  A.  At  about  1:50  P.  M.  on 
March  20th,  1927. 

Q.  And  who  accompanied  you,  if  anyone,  at 
that  time?  A.  Lieutenant  Martin  J.  Brown, 
Police  Department,  attached  to  the  Detective 
Bureau. 

Q.  And  when  you  saw  Judd  Gray  at  that  time, 
upon  that  occasion,  what  did  you  say  to  him,  if 
anything?  A.  I  told  him  that  Lieutenant  Brown 
and  I  were  officers  of  the  New  York  Police  De- 
partment, that  we  had  came  to  Syracuse  to  bring 
him  back  to  Queens  County,  New  York  City,  on 
the  charge  of  having  committed  a  homicide  in 
Qneens  Village. 


3738 
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Q.  And  what  did  Gray  say  in  reply?  A.  Gray 
said  that  he  had  never  left  Syracuse  from  the 
time  he  registered  there. 

Q.  Then  what  was  said?  A.  I  asked  him  when 
he  did  register,  and  where  he  came  from.  He 
stated  that  he  came  from  Rochester  on  the  18th 
of  March,  that  he  had  left  Rochester  in  the  after- 
noon and  registered  at  the  Onandaga  Hotel  in 
Syracuse  at  about  8:15  P.  M. 

Q.  What  else  was  said,  and  what  was  said  by  3740 
Gray?  Just  narrate  it  in  sequence,  if  you  can 
remember  it,  at  this  time.  A.  That  he  had — I 
questioned  him  further  then  as  to  his  movements. 
March  18th  was  a  Friday.  I  questioned  him 
as  to  his  movements  on  Saturday,  the  19th.  He 
stated  that  he  arose  at  about  7:30  A.  M.,  and 
bathed,  and  gone  to  the  breakfast  room  in  the 
hotel.  He  had  then  gone  out  to  visit  various 
customers  in  his  trade,  amongst  them  he  re- 
marked having  visited  a  Mr.  Frazee,  and  a  firm 
called  Chihardes  on  South  Selina  Street,  having 
visited  a  friend  of  his  named  Hadden  Gray  at 
the  Northrup  Insurance  Company,  having  visit- 
ed the  Mara  sisters  and  saw  there  one  of  the 
Miss  Maras,  and  another  young  lady  whose 
name  I  believe  is  Tanner  or  some  such  name. 
Had  then  gone  back  to  his  hotel  and  to  his  room, 
had  had  luncheon  then  with  Hadden  Gray,  and 
I  believe  then  went  to  the  Elks  Club.  After  the 
luncheon  with  Hadden  Gray  returned  to  the  Elks 
Club.  I  think  he  said  he  got  back  to  his  room  at 
about  3:30  P.  M. 

Q.  On  what  day?  A.  On  Saturday,  March 
19th.     I  think  he  said  then  that  he  took  a  walk 
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and  returned  to  his  room  at  about  six  o'clock, 
that  he  telephoned  downstairs,  that  he  had  writ- 
ten some  letters,  written  about  three  letters,  one 
I  think  he  said  to  a  Mr.  Bergoff  of  an  insurance 
company,  one  addressed  to  Jane  Gray,  Queens 
Village,  and  one  to  his  wife. 

Q.  He  told  you  this  in  the  police  station,  Mc- 
Dermott, was  it?  A.  In  the  police  station.  That 
he  had  mailed  those  letters  in  the  chute  on  the 

3743  Seventh  Floor  of  the  Onandaga  Hotel;  that  he 
came  back  and  telephoned  downstairs  to  the 
office;  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  disturbed;  that 
he  was  not  feeling  well;  that  he  then  hung  out 
on  the  outside  door  of  his  hotel  room  a  sign 
on  which  is  the  words,  "Do  not  disturb";  that 
he  then  arranged  his  samples  for  a.  short  while, 
and  that  he  went  to  bed  at  about  seven  thirty 
p.  m. 

Q.  Saturday?  A.  Saturday  evening;  that  he 
rose  again  on  Sunday  morning  at  7:25  A.  M.; 
that  he  went  across  the  street  to  breakfast  in  a 
lunch  room;  that  after  that  he  took  a  walk,  and 
I  believe  he  said  he  again  went  to  the  Elks 
after  this  long  walk,  and  returned  to  his  room, 
wrote  some  more  letters  and  worked  on  his 
samples.  At  about — he  recalled  that  at  about 
4:30  he  called  up  the  home  of  his  friend,  Had- 
don  Gray,  and  spoke  to  Haddon's  wife,  in  as 
much  as  Haddon  was  laying  down,  or  out,  or 
something — I  think  he  said  laying  down,  and 
then  called  up  a  friend  of  his,  a  Mrs.  Howe,  and 
a  short  time  after  Hadden  Gray  and  a  friend  of 
Haddon  Gray's,  by  the  name  of  Piatt,  Henry 
Piatt,  came  to  the  hotel,  and  three  of  them  to- 
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getker  went  to  Haddon  Gray's  house,  where 
Piatt  drove  away  in  the  machine  in  which  they 
had  arrived,  the  machine  being  owned  by  Piatt. 
That  they  had  dinner  at  the  Piatt  home,  and 
that  at  about  10:00  P.  M.  he  called  up  a  friend 
of  his  named  Harry  Devoe,  I  think  the  name  is, 
at  the  Syracuse  Hotel. 

Q.  That  is  Sunday  night?  A.  Sunday  eve- 
ning. Made  an  appointment  with  him  and  then 
called  a  taxicab  which  later  arrived  at  Haddon  3746 
Gray's  home,  and  in  that  cab  went  to  the  Syra- 
cuse Hotel  where  he  had  some  drinks  with  his 
friend  Harry.  That  he  stayed  there  until  about 
half  past  twelve  and  returned  again  to  his  room 
at  the  Onandaga  Hotel,  and  was  preparing  to  go 
to  bed  when  detectives  from  Syracuse  arrived 
and  placed  him  under  arrest. 

Q.  Then,  what,  if  anything,  did  you  do  Mc- 
Dermott? A.  I  questioned  him  more  closely  as 
to  his  movements,  pointed  out  to  him  that  from 
about  3:30  on  Saturday  to  about  4:00  P.  M.  on  „7,7 
Sunday,  he  was  not  able  to  give  us  the  name 
of  any  person  whom  we  could  go  to  and  inter- 
view as  to  his  movements  during  that  time. 
That  his  movements  prior  thereto  and  after  that 
did  show  people  who  we  could  speak  to,  and 
telephone  calls  which  we  could  confirm. 

Q.  Was  any  further  conversation  had  in  the 
Police  Station  at  that  time?  A.  Yes.  I  asked 
him  if  he  knew  Mrs.  Snyder.  He  said  that  he 
did.  I  asked  him  when  he  last  saw  her.  He 
said  that  he  thought  it  was  about  the  second 
veek  in  February.  I  asked  him  if  he  had  te^e- 
phoned  to  her.     He  said  he  had  telephone  1  to 
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her  home  on  Thursday  evening  from  Rochester, 
March  17. 

Q.  What  further,  Lieutenant?  A.  We  then 
left  Judd  Gray  at  Police  Headquarters  in  Syra- 
cuse and  continued  or  went  upon  an  investiga- 
tion through  the  city. 

Q.  When  did  you  next  see  Judd  Gray?  A. 
About  4.30  P.  M.  of  the  same  date,  March  20th, 
at  Police  Headquarters. 

3749  Q-  Did  y°u  hold  any  further  conversation  with 
him  on  that  occasion?  A.  I  think  we  had  some 
conversation  again  along  the  same  lines  as  to  the 
story  he  told  of  his  movements. 

Q.  And  similar  answers  were  made  by  him  ?  A. 
And  he  stated  the  same  as  to  his  movements  on 
Saturday  and  Sunday. 

Q.  Then  what  did  you  do?  A.  We  engaged, 
after  arranging  his  trunks  and  bags,  and  having 
them  shipped  to  the  New  York  Central  Station 
at  Syracuse,  we,  accompanied  by  a  Syracuse  de- 
tective, and  in  a  patrol  wagon  went  to  the  Syra- 
,1750  cuge  station  of  the  New  York  Central  and  board- 
ed the  5.30  P.  M.  train  for  New  York  City. 

Q.  When  you  got  aboard  the  train,  McDermott, 
who  were  present  beside  Gray?  A.  Lieutenant 
Brown,  Gray  and  myself  occupied  a  compart- 
ment, "A,"  in  one  of  the  parlor  cars. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  jury,  Mr.  McDermott, 
just  whether  or  not  Gray  at  that  time  seemed  to 
you,  as  a  police  officer,  to  realize  his  position? 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  object  to  that  as  cal- 
ling for  a  conclusion,  and  ask  that  the 
witness  state  facts. 
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The  Court:  This  is  cross-examination, 
I  take  it,  and  I  fancy  that  they  have  a 
right  to  a  more  liberal  questioning  than 
they  would  if  it  were  examination  in 
direct.  I  think  the  question  is  proper.  I 
will  allow  it. 

The  Witness:  Will  you  read  the  ques- 
tion? 

(Question  repeated  by  the  stenographer 
as  follows:  3752 

"Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  jury,  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott, just  whether  or  not  Gray  at  that 
time  seemed  to  you,  as  a  police  officer,  to 
realize  his  position?" 

A.  Well,  his  position  at  that  time  he  seemed 
to  maintain  of  innocence. 

Q.  Did  he  seem  to  realize  the  serious  character 
of  his  position,  charged  with  a  crime,  a  serious 
crime?  A.  Well,  in  the  train  he  did  not  show 
any  inclination  to  have  committed  a  crime  — 
or  he  took  the  whole  thing  as  a  joke,  as  he  did  3753 
also  in  Headquarters,  when  we  questioned  him. 

Q.  Did  he  seem  to  know  to  you,  as  a  police 
officer  —  did  he  seem  to  know  what  it  was  all 
about?    A.  He  had  all  his  senses. 

Q.  Did  he  seem  to  you  to  realize  the  nature 
of  the  charge  presented  against  him?  A.  He 
must  have  realized,  because  we  had  fully  ex- 
plained to  him  what  he  was  charged  with. 

Q.  Yes,  all  right;  there  is  a  conclusion,  but  I 
will  overlook  that.  Didn't  you  just  say  now  that 
he  regarded  it  as  a  joke  —    A.  He  did  — 

Q.  In  your  opinion?     A.  Yes,  yes. 
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Q.  Did  he  seem  to  you,  McDermott,  to  be  tired 
and  exhausted!  A.  No,  he  didn't  appear  to  be 
exhausted. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  hadn't  had  any 
sleep  Saturday  or  Sunday?  A.  He  told  me  that 
he  had  not  slept  well  Sunday  night  in  the  cell, 
that  it  was  hard  sleeping. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  Saturday  night? 
A.  No,  no,  he  did  not.     As  to  sleeping,  he  did 

3755  not. 

Q.  You  boarded  the  train  and  took  a  com- 
partment, and  were  you  two  officers  alone  with 
Gray  all  the  trip  down  to  New  York?  A.  No, 
not  all  the  way. 

Q.  From  the  time  you  left  Syracuse  did  you 
and  your  fellow  officer  continue  to  question  him? 
A.  We  did. 

Q.  Almost  continuously,  did  you  not,  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott? A.  Yes,  the  subject  was  always  in 
our  minds,  and  we  were  bringing  it  to  his  atten- 
tion all  the  time. 

3756  Qt  D^  he  maintain  the  same  attitude?    A.  Of 
innocence. 

Q.  Yes.    A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  far?  A.  That  is  how  far,  until  that 
distance  we  had  reached? 

Q.  Yes.  A.  Until  other  officers  and  members 
of  the  District  Attorney's  office  had  boarded 
the  train  at  Albany. 

Q.  So  that  you  two  officers  were  alone  with 
Gray  from  Syracuse  to  Albany?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  during  all  that  period  Gray  maintained 
his  innocence?     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  And  still  regarded  it  as  a  joke,  in  your 
opinion?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Police  officers  from  New  York  City,  coupled 
with  representatives  of  the  District  Attorney's 
office,  boarded  the  train  at  Albany?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  come  into  the  compartment  where 
Gray  was?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  were  all  in  there  together?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many?  A.  Six  of  us,  including  Gray, 
the  defendant.  3758 

Q.  And  all  plying  him  with  questions?  A.  No, 
not  all  at  once. 

Q.  Well,  there  were  continual  questions  being 
thrown  at  Gray,  were  there  not?  A.  I  wouldn't 
say  thrown  at  him.  It  was  a  continual  line  of 
questions,  one  man  at  a  time. 

Q.  And  still  Gray  maintained  his  innocence, 
did  he  not?    A.  He  did. 

Q.  Up  to  the  time  that  you  arrived  at  Harman, 
is  not  that  true?    A.  At  about  Poughkeepsie. 

Q.  Would  you  say  Poughkeepsie  or  Harman? 
A.  Poughkeepsie.  3759 

Q.  Well,  all  right,  Poughkeepsie.  That  is 
about  35  miles  further  than  Harman,  is  it  not? 
A.  Approximately  that. 

Q.  And  it  is  about  225  miles  from  Syracuse, 
isn't  it?     A.  225,  yes. 

Q.  So,  during  that  entire  trip  from  Syracuse 
to  Poughkeepsie,  and  until  after  the  police  offi- 
cers and  the  District  Attorney's  representatives 
had  boarded  the  train  and  all  had  Gray  closeted 
in  that  room,  he  maintained  his  innocence?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  then  he  finally,  what  you  call,  broke, 
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didn't   he,    at    Poughkeepsie ?     A.  He    admitted 
having  been     — 

Q.  You  would  call  it,  as  a  police  officer,  broke, 
wouldn't  you? 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  object  to  interrupting 
the  witness  and  ask  that  the  witness  be 
permitted  to  reply. 

The  Court:  Objection  sustained.  The 
o7fil  witness  will.be  permitted  to  finish  his  an- 

swer before  another  question  is  put.  Let 
the  stenographer  please  read  the  last  ques- 
tion and  the  answer  as  far  as  it  went. 

(The  stenographer  read  as  follows: 

"Q.  Then  he  finally,  what  you  call,  broke, 
didn't  he,  at  Poughkeepsie?  A.  He  admitted 
having  been" — ) 

A.  (continued)  He  admitted  having  been  at 
the  house  in  Queens  Village. 

Q.  Now,  before  you  say  he  admitted,  —  that 
3762  is  a  conclusion.  What  did  he  say.  A.  He  ad- 
mitted being  in  the  house. 

Q.  All  right,  we  will  let  the  word  "admitted" 
go,  but  before  he  admitted  — 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  object  to  any  comment. 
Counsel  has  been  calling  for  conclusions 
all  along  the  line. 

Mr.  Millard:     That  is  a  conclusion,  too. 

The  Court:  I  think  there  is  nothing 
for  the  Court  to  rule  upon  at  the  moment. 
You  may  proceed,  Judge  Millard. 

Q.  Before   he    made   this    so-called    admission 
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at  Poughkeepsie,  just  tell  the  jury  here  all  that 
you  heard  said  to  him  from  the  time  you  left 
Syracuse  until  the  time  the  officers  boarded  the 
train  at  Albany,  and  until  you  arrived  at  Pough- 
keepsie, just  tell  us  what  changed  Judd  Gray? 
A.  Lieutenant  Brown  and  I  were  alone  with  him 
from  Syracuse  to  New  York.  We  occasionally, 
each  one  of  us  in  turn,  left  the  compartment,  to 
leave  the  other  with  him  talking  about  the  case. 
I  had  conversation  with  him  both  while  Lieuten-  3764 
ant  Brown  was  present  and  while  he  was  absent. 
We  had  the  daily  papers  from  Syracuse  in  the 
compartment  with  us.  On  the  front  of  which 
was  the  entire  case,  or  the  briefs  and  the  head- 
lines of  the  case.  I  asked  him  why  this  woman 
Mrs.  Snyder  should  pick  him  out  of  all  other 
men  and  charge  him  with  having  been  implicated 
in  the  crime.  He  said  he  did  not  know.  I 
showed  him  the  headlines  in  which  the  case  was 
cited,  and  later  while  alone  with  him  I  read 
what  was  supposed  to  be  a  confession  of  Mrs. 
Snyder  on  the  front  page  of  the  paper  implica-  3765 
ting  him  in  the  crime. 
Q.  When  you  say  "supposed  to  be" — 

Mr.  Froessel:     Now,  Mr.  Millard  — 

Mr.  Millard:  What  is  the  matter,  Mr. 
Froessel  ? 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  object  to  interrupting 
the  witness  in  the  middle  of  his  answer. 

The  Court:  I  think  the  answer  has  not 
as  yet  been  finished,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  wise  to  allow  the  witness  to  finish  the 
answer  before  another  question  is  put. 
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Q.  Had  you  finished,  McDermott?  A.  I  was 
going  to  say  — 

The  Court:  You  had  asked  him  to  re- 
late the  conversation  of  the  time  he  left 
Syracuse  until  he  arrived  at  Poughkeepsie 
as  best  he  remembered  it.  I  understand 
the  witness  is  so  doing.  You  may  proceed, 
Mr.  Witness. 
o7p7  Mr,  Millard:     He  used  the  word  " sup- 

posed,"  and   I   wanted  to   qualify   "sup- 
posed." 

The  Court:  I  think  that  will  be  a  ques- 
tion that  may  be  put  to  the  witness  after- 
wards. 

The  Witness:  May  I  answer  what  I 
mean  by  "supposed"? 

The  Court:  You  may  explain  to  the 
jury. 

The  Witness:  When  I  say  "supposed 
statement  of  Mrs.  Snyder,"  I  mean  that 
I  had  no  means  of  knowing  that  it  was  a 
proper  statement,  and,  therefore,  when  it 
was  in  the  paper,  I  supposed  it  to  be  her 
statement. 

The  Court:  When  you  say  "paper" 
what  are  you  referring  to,  one  of  the 
newspapers  or  something  else? 

The  Witness :  One  of  the  Syracuse  daily  news- 
papers. After  showing  him  this  statement  he  still 
maintained  that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  case 
whatever,  that  he  had  not  left  Syracuse  at  all 
from  the  time  he  registered  until  the  time  he  was 
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taken  from  his  room  by  the  Syracuse  policemen. 
And  that  trend  of  conversation  continued  until 
we  reached  Albany,  questioning  him  at  various 
times,  and  at  one  time  when  I  was  alone  with 
him  and  Lieutenant  Brown  in  another  part  of 
the  car  I  said  to  him,  "Do  you  know,  Judd, 
that  we  have  the  contents  of  the  waste  paper 
basket  in  the  hotel  room?" 

He  did  not  answer,  but  after  about  one  minute, 
and  we  were  sitting  alongside  of  each  other,  3770 
he  said  to  me,  Mac,  what  was  in  the  basket,  what 
did  you  find  in  the  basket.  I  refused  to  tell  him, 
but  waited  to  see  what  reaction  would  occur 
from  me  having  told  him  that.  But  the  subject 
was  dropped  for  the  time  being,  and  there  was 
some  other  line  of  thought  entered  upon.  The 
whole  entire  trip  to  Albany  was  not  confined 
strictly  to  the  case,  but  to  other  subjects  both  in 
his  line  of  work  and  in  our  line  of  work,  com- 
ing back  occassionally  to  the  commission  of  the 
crime.  At  Albany  Inspector  Gallagher  of  the  o771 
Police  Department,  and  Assistant  District  Attor- 
neys Conroy  and  Thornton  of  this  county,  board- 
ed the  train  and  came  into  the  same  compart- 
ment. We  had  the  table  which  is  usually  used 
at  eating  in  those  compartments  set  up  in  the 
middle.  Judd  Gray  was  sitting  on  one  side 
with  Lieutenant  —  with  Inspector  Gallagher 
next  to  him,  and  Lieutenant  Brown  next  to  the 
Inspector.  On  the  opposite  side  of  the  table 
was  Mr.  Conroy  toward  the  window,  myself  in 
the  middle  and  Mr.  Thornton  on  the  door  end 
of  the  table.  After  the  train  left  Albany,  the 
conversation    was    again    resumed    with    regard 
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to  the  crime.  Mr.  Conroy  questioned  the  de- 
fendant Gray  as  to  his  movements  on  Friday  and 
Saturday,  and  his  statement  was  the  same  as  he 
had  told  Lieutenant  Brown  and  I  in  Syracuse 
as  to  the  various  people  he  visited  and  the  tele- 
phone calls  that  he  had  made. 

Q.  That  was  just  out  of  Albany?  A.  That  was 
after  we  had  left  Albany.  The  conversation 
was  then  resumed,   or,   the   questioning  by  Mr. 

3773  Thornton,  the  Assistant  District  Attorney.  And 
there  was  no  interruption  by  any  one  when  one 
man  was  questioning  the  defendant. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  me,  McDermott,  or  tell  this 
jury,  rather,  what  these  questions  were!  A. 
The  questions  were  as  we  had  asked  him  in 
Syracuse  as  to  his  movements,  and  he  answered 
and  made  practically  word  for  word,  and  time 
also,  the  same  statement  that  he  had  made  to 
Lieutenant  Brown  and  I  in  Syracuse  Police  Head- 
quarters. Because  Lieutenant  Brown  had  his 
notes  of  what  Gray  had  told  us  and  was  com- 
paring it  while  Mr.  Conroy  and  Mr.  Thornton 
later  asked  him  as  to  his  movements. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Conroy  or  Mr.  Thornton  at  any 
time  on  the  train  before  you  arrived  at  Pough- 
keepsie,  while  questioning  Judd  Gray,  notify  him 
that  anything  that  he  might  say  or  do  could  be 
used  against  him?  A.  That  I  don't  know,  be- 
cause —  and  I  do  not  say  it,  that  it  did  not  or 
was  not  warned,  because  at  one  time  after  hav- 
ing left  Albany  I  left  the  compartment  with  Mr. 
Thornton  to  tell  Mr.  Thornton  something  of  what  , 
we  had  found  in  Syracuse,  and  during  my  absence 
he  may  have  been  told  that. 
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Q.  You  never  heard  him  warned,  McDermott, 
did  you?     A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Judd  Gray  ask  for  the  right 
of  counsel?     A.  No.p   At  any  time? 

Q.  Yes.  A.  While  at  Police  Headquarters  in 
Syracuse,  Chief  Cadin  of  that  Police  Department, 
called  me  out  of  the  room  in  which  Gray,  Lieu- 
tenant Brown  and  I  were,  and  introduced  me  to 
a  lawyer  named  Adelson,  and  Adelson  told  me 
that  he  had  been  employed  by  a  friend  of  Gray's  3776 
and  that  he  would  like  to  interview  him.  I  took 
his  card.  I  told  him  that  if  Gray  wished  to 
speak  to  him  I  would  permit  it.  I  took  his  card 
into  the  defendant  Gray,  and  I  told  him,  "There 
is  a  lawyer  outside,"  giving  Gray  the  card,  "if 
you  wish  to  see  him  I  will  let  you.  Do  you 
wish  to  see  him?"  Gray  said  that  he  did  not 
see  what  good  he  could  do  him.  I  then  said, 
"Well,  then,  you  do  not  want  to  see  him?" 
Gray  answered,  "No."  I  returned  to  the  outer 
room  and  advised  Mr.  Adelson  or  Abelson  that 
Gray  did  not  wish  to  see  him,  but  that  we  were 
going  on  an  investigation,  would  return  in  about 
an  hour,  and  that  if  he  wanted  to  see  him  at 
that  time  we  would  permit  it. 

Q.  That  was  in  Syracuse?  A.  In  Syracuse 
Police  Headquarters. 

Q.  Now,  we  are  coming  down  to  Albany  again, 
if  you  will  resume,  Mr.  McDermott,  and  state 
just  what  questions  you  heard  presented  to  Gray 
and  what  his  answers  were  from  the  time  you 
left  Albany?  A.  The  questioning  by  Mr.  Conroy 
first  was  as  to  his  movements,  just  as  Lieuten- 
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ant  Brown  and  I  had  asked  him,  as  to  when  he 
arrived  in  Syracuse. 

His  answers  were  that  he  arrived  at  the  Onan- 
daga  Hotel  at  about  8:15  P.  M.  on  Thursday  — 
on  Friday,  March  the  18th;  that  he  arose  at 
about  7.30  A.  M.  on  Saturday,  the  19th;  that  he 
had  breakfast  in  the  breakfast  room  of  the  hotel; 
that  he  then  went  to  call  on  some  of  his  cus- 
tomers, namingNMr.  Frazee,  of  Sherharde's;  visi- 

3779  ting-  his  friend,  Haddon  Gray,  at  the  Northrop 
Insurance  Company;  visiting  the  Marra  sisters, 
and  there  talking  to  one  of  the  sisters;  returning 
to  the  hotel  and  having  lunch  with  Haddon  Gray; 
then  leaving  and  going  to  the  Elk's  Club,  and 
then  returning  to  the  hotel,  writing  letters,  and 
then  telephoning  to  the  operator  —  mailing  the 
letters  first  in  the  chute;  then  telephoning  to  the 
operator  downstairs  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
disturbed;  hanging  out  the  sign  on  the  door, 
"Do  not   disturb";   arranging  his   samples   and 

ovar)  going  to  bed  at  about  7.30  P.  M.;  arising  on  Sun- 
day morning  at  about  7.25  A.  M.;  going  across 
the  street  to  have  breakfast;  taking  a  long  walk; 
returning  to  his  hotel,  where  he  again  arranged 
his  samples;  wrote  some  letters  to  his  firm  and 
to  his  wife,  and  then,  at  about  4.30  P.  M.,  cal- 
ling up  his  friend,  Haddon  Gray,  on  the  phone, 
and  speaking  to  his  wife;  and  again  calling  up 
another  friend  of  his,  a  Mrs.  Howe;  that  later 
Haddon  Gray  and  a  friend  of  his,  named  Harry, 
came  to  the  hotel,  and  took  him  in  an  automobile 
to  Haddon  Gray's  home,  where  the  friend,  Piatt, 
left  them,  he  having  been  with  Haddon  Gray 
and  his  wife,  until  about  10.30  P.  M.,  when  he 
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called  up  a  friend  of  his,  named  Devoe,  at  the 
Syracuse  Hotel;  then  calling  for  a  taxicab,  which 
came  to  Haddon  Gray's  home,  and  taking  him 
to  the  Syracuse  Hotel,  where  he  remained  with 
this  friend  until  some  time  after  12  o'clock,  then 
returning  to  his  room  at  the  Onandoga  Hotel, 
where,  when  about  to  go  to  bed,  he  was  arrested 
by  the  Syracuse  detectives. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  McDermott,  didn't  you 
tell  Gray  yourself  that  "you  don't  want  to  see  3732 
this  Adelson;  he  won't  do  you  any  good?"  A. 
I  told  him  that  there  is  a  lawyer  outside  —  to 
use  the  exact  words,  I  told  him  "There  is  a  big 
Jew  lawyer  outside  there  wants  to  see  you.  You 
don't  want  to  see  him,  do  you."  Gray  said 
"It  won't  do  me  no  good."  I  said  "Do  you 
want  to  see  him!"    And  he  said  "No." 

Q.  And  did  you  not  also,  McDermott,  tell  Gray 
that  he  could  not  see  Haddon  Gray?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  did?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  from  Poughkeepsie,  or  at  least  from 
Albany  on  the  road  to  Poughkeepsie  —  A. 
Excuse  me. 

Q.  Yes.  Go  ahead.  A.  I  would  like  to  quali- 
fy the  "Yes"  on  the  question  of  seeing  Haddon 
Gray,  I  didn't  know  who  Haddon  Gray  was, 
because  during  our  investigation  between  the 
two  times  that  we  had  saw  Gray  at  Syracuse 
Police  Headquarters,  we  had  obtained  inform- 
tion  which  I  felt  we  should  see  Hadden  Gray 
about,  and  did  endeavor  to  see  him  at  his  place 
of  business,  but  found  that  he  was  not  there. 

Q.  On  the  road,  the  Grand  Central  Road,  the 
New    York    Central,    from    Albany    to    Pough- 
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3786 


keepsie,  did  you  hear  any  one  of  the  question- 
ers state  to  Gray  that  Ruth  Snyder  had  con- 
fessed?   A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  one  say  to  Gray  in  — 
from  Alban)7"  to  Poughkeepsie,  somewhere  along 
that  route,  you  better  come  through  now  or  you 
will  get  yours  when  you  get  to  New  York?  A. 
No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  In  substance?    A.  No,  sir. 
3785        Q-  Nothing  to  that  effect?     A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  Well,  have  you  narrated  all  of  the  conver- 
sation that  you  heard,  Mr.  McDermott,  from 
Albany  to  Poughkeepsie?  A.  From  Albany  to 
Poughkeepsie  ? 

Q.  Yes.     A.  Yes,  as  far  as  I  can  remember. 

Q.  And  then  at  Poughkeepsie  Gray,  without 
any  further  questions,  voluntraily,  of  his  own 
free  will,  opened  up  and  told  you  the  story?  A. 
No,  I  will  qualify  that  answer,  as  far  as  I  can 
remember,  by  saying  that  after  or  during  the 
questioning  by  Mr.  Thornton,  I  said  to  Gray, 
during  a  pause  by  Mr.  Thornton,  "Do  you  know, 
Judd,  that  we  have  the  Pullman  ticket  that  you 
went  back  on?"  And  I  do  not  think  he  made 
any  answer  and  there  was  a  lapse.  We  were 
all  watching  him,  and  after  a  short  time  he 
said,  "Well,  gentlemen,  I  was  at  that  house  that 
night." 

Q.  Now,  that  was  a  continuous  line  of  fire,  so 
far  as  questioning  went? 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  object  to  that  as  call- 
ing for  a  conclusion,  and  stating  a  con- 
clusion. 
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Mr.  Millard:  I  have  not  finished  my 
question  yet.  If  you  will  repress  your- 
self, Mr.   Froessel,  until  I  have  finished. 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  object  to  any  remark 
of  that  kind,  and  ask  that  counsel  address 
the  Court. 

The  Court:  Complete  the  question,  Mr. 
Millard. 


3788 


Q.  Was  there  not  a  continuous  line  of  ques- 
tioning presented  to  Judd  Gray  from  the  time 
he  boarded  the  train  at  Syracuse  until  he  made 
that  statement,  which  you  have  just  referred 
to,  at  Poughkeepsie?  A.  There  was  continuous 
questioning,  but  it  was  not  of  a  nature  that  was 
being  entirely  fired  at  him,  because  in  my  opin- 
ion the  company  was  very  congenial  to  him. 

Q.  When  did  he  cease  to  regard,  in  your  opin- 
ion, to  regard  the  affair  as  a  joke?  A.  When 
the  questioning  by  Mr.  Conroy  and  Mr.  Thornton 
got  down  into  detail,  into  very  minute  detail  as 
to  his  movements.  3789 

Q.  You  have  arrested  a  great  many  people 
during  your  service  in  the  Police  Department, 
haven't  you,  Mr.  McDermott?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  have  observed  them  closely, 
haven't  you?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  now  whether  from  Syracuse  to 
Poughkeepsie  Judd  Gray  ever  seemed  to  you 
to  realize  the  serious  character  of  the  charge  in- 
volving him?  A.  He  did  not  take  on  a  serious 
appearance  until  my  conversation  with  him  as 
to  the  contents,  when  I  informed  him  that  we 
obtained  the  contents  of  the  waste-paper  basket 
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in  his  room  in  Syracuse,  and  when  he  asked  me 
what  I  had  found  in  the  basket.  After  then  I 
felt  that  he  became  more  serious  than  what  he 
had  been  prior  to  that. 

Q.  You  were  with  him  continuously,  McDer- 
mott, from  Syracuse  to  Poughkeepsie,  with  the 
exception  of  a  few  moments?  A.  Syracuse  to 
Poughkeepsie?  The  few  moments  that  I,  with 
Mr.  Thornton,  left  the  compartment. 

3791  Q.  And  you  say  —  I  do  not  want  to  repeat 
unnecessarily  —  but  you  say  that  during  that 
entire  period,  in  so  far  as  you  can  recollect,  no 
representative  of  the  District  Attorney's  office, 
or  any  police  officer  or  anyone  present  informed 
Judd  Gray  that  anything  he  might  say  or  do 
could  be  used  against  him? 

Mr.  Froessel:  Just  a  minute.  I  object 
to  this,  first,  upon  the  ground  that  there 
is  no  law  requiring  it;  secondly,  upon 
the  ground  that  it  has  been  gone  over  at 

3792  least  four  or  five  times  before;  and,  thirdly 
upon  the  ground  that  it  is  incompetent, 
irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:  The  Court  feels  that  the 
question  has  already  been  answered,  and 
no  good  purpose  is  served  in  having  it 
repeated  and  answered  anew.  The  ob- 
jection is  sustained. 

Q.  After  you  left  Poughkeepsie,  after  he  had 
stated,  in  your  presence,  McDermott,  that  he  was 
at  Queens  Village  that  night,  when  further  ques- 
tions, if  any,  were  presented  to  him  on  the  trip? 
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A.  After  he  had  stated  that,  he  paused  for 
awhile,  and  then  started  on  his  narrative  of  what 
really  had  occurred  that  night  at  the  house. 

Q.  Well,  was  he  not  questioned.  Did  he  do 
that  of  his  own  accord,  or  was  he  not  questioned. 
A.  He  did  that  of  his  own  accord.  At  times 
when  there  was  something  which  might  appear 
to  have  been  left  out  by  him,  a  question  would 
be  asked  him,  especially  as  to  where  the  various 
articles  that  were  used  in  the  commission  of  the  3794 
crime  were  obtained. 

Q.  Then  when  you  arrived  at  125th  Street,  I 
believe?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  New  York  City?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  Conroy  and  Thornton  still  with  you? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  the  police  officers?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  All  of  them?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  from  125th  Street?  A. 
We  went  to  the  District  Attorney's  office,  Queens 
County. 

Q.  When  did  you  arrive  there,  Mr.  McDermott?     3795 
A.  At  about  1.30  A.  M.  March  21st. 

Q.  And  where  did  you  go  when  you  arrived? 
A.  Into  the  office  of  District  Attorney  New- 
combe. 

Q.  Now,  Gray  was  there,  of  course?  A.  We 
brought  him  there. 

Q.  And  how  many  were  in  the  room  at  any 
one  time?     A.  About   six  persons. 

Q.  About  six?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  were  they,  Mr.  McDermott?  A.  The 
District  Attorney,  the  Assistants  Thornton,  Con- 
roy and  Daly,  the  Police  Commissioner  then,  Mr. 
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McLaughlin,  Lieutenant  Brown  and  myself,  and 
I  believe  Inspector  Gallagher. 

Q.  What  time  was  it,  did  you  see  Judd  Gray 
make  the  drawing  at  —  that  Judge  Newcombe 
has  presented  here,  were  you  there  then  when 
he  made  this  drawing? 

The  Court:  I  suggest  that  the  drawing 
be   handed   to   the   witness.     One   of   the 

3797  Court  attendants  will  hand  it  to  the  wit- 
ness. You  will  refer  to  it  by  its  exhibit 
number  for  identification. 

Mr.  Millard:  I  don't  think  it  has  been 
marked,  Judge. 

The  Court:  Let  it  be  marked  for  iden- 
tification. 

(Received  and  marked  People's  Exhibit 
57  for  identification  of  this  date.) 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  that,  McDermott,  and  state 
whether  you  saw  that  prepared  or  drawn  ?    A.  No, 

3798  I  didn't. 

Q.  You  don't  know  when  it  was  done  then?  A. 
No,  I  didn't  —  I  don't. 

Q.  After  you  got  to  the  District  Attorney's 
room  —  about  1.30  you  said?    A.  Yes,  A.  M. 

Q.  Yes,  A-  M.  On  Tuesday  morning,  wasn't 
it?     A.  Tuesday  morning. 

Q.  What  was  said  to  Gray  then  in  your  pre- 
sence? A.  When  I  brought  him  into  the  room 
I  introduced  him  to  the  Police  Commissioner 
and  to  Mr.  Newcombe,  the  District  Attorney. 
He  then  sat  down  in  front  of  the  desk,  a  steno- 
grapher was  sent  for,  and  he  was  asked  if  he 
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wished  to  make  a  statement  of  what  he  knew 
of  the  commission  of  this  crime.  He  stated  that 
he  did.  and  he  then  related  in  the  presence  of 
all  what  had  occurred  that  night  at  the  house  in 
Queens  Village,  and  of  his  movements  prior 
thereto. 

Q.  And  after  that?  A.  The  statement  was 
reduced  to  writing  and  signed  by  him.  The 
various  articles  and  implements  used  in  the 
commission  of  the  crime  were  later  shown  to  3800 
him,  and  asked  if  they  were  the  articles  that 
he   referred   to   in   his   statements. 

Q.  Yes.  A.  He  took  each  one  separately  and 
identified  it,  marking  it  with  his  initials. 

Q.  And  what  time  was  that,  Mr.  McDermott? 
A.  That  would  be  about  2.30  P.  M. 

Q.  Was  he  still  fresh,  or  did  he  seem  to  be 
tired  and  exhausted!  A.  No,  he  didn't  appear 
to  be  exhausted. 

Q.  Still  going  strong?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  did  he  make  any  request  then,  or  at 
the  District  Attorney's  office,  for  the  right   to     3801 
see   counsel   or  talk   with   counsel?     A.  No,   he 
did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  counsel  had  made 
any  request  to  see  him  during  that  period?  A. 
I  did  not  know. 

Q.  Mr.  McDermott,  how  long  have  you  been 
in  the  police  department?     A.  Fifteen  years. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  is  commonly  called  the 
third  degree?  A.  Well,  I  know  what  people  in 
the  outside  life  —  outside  the  Police  Department 
—  feel  that  the  third  degree  is. 
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Q.  You  don't  know  of  any  such  thing,  of 
course,  existing?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  or  would  you  say  that  the 
questions  continuously  and  continually  presented 
to  Judd  Gray  from  the  time  of  his  boarding  the 
train  at  Syracuse  until  he  arrived  at  Pough- 
keepsie,  constituted  a  definite  form  or  general 
practice  of  the  Police  Department  of  the  City 
of  New  York,  in  your  experience,  to  get  a  state- 

3803  ment  from  a  defendant  charged  with  crime? 

The  Court:  Judge  Millard,  you  said  in 
your  question,  "continually  and  continu- 
ously. ' ' 

Mr.  Millard:     Yes,  sir. 

The  Court:  I  think  the  witness  has 
himself  characterized  his  testimony,  and 
it  might  be  a  question  as  to  whether  the 
words  you  used  fit  into  the  facts.  The 
Court  would  suggest  a  modification  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  Millard:     All  right,  Judge. 

Q.  The  questions,  then,  were  frequently  asked 
of  Judd  Gray  from  Syracuse  to  Poughkeepsie? 
A.  You  mean  to  say,  did  they  term  what  you 
call  the  third  degree? 

Q.  No.  I  say  does  not  that,  in  your  opinion, 
McDermott,  constituted  the  usual  method  of  the 
Police  Department  in  endeavoring  to  get  a  de- 
fendant charged  with  crime  to  make  a  confes- 
sion or  a  statement?  A.  The  questioning  was 
not   continuously.     On   the   contrary,   as   I   said  \ 
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before,  I  think  the  company  in  which  Gray  found 
himself  was  very  congenial  to  him. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  interrupt 
you,  Mr.  Witness.  You  are  not  now  asked 
to  describe  the  quality  of  the  conduct. 
You  are  only  asked  to  state  whether  that 
which  did  take  place  between  this  com- 
pany and  the  defendant  was  in  line  and 
harmony  with  the  procedure  of  the  police  3gQQ 
in  investigating  the  crime. 

A.  It  was  the  regular  procedure  of  asking 
questions,  and  asking  the  same  question  worded 
in  a  different  manner  at  various  times. 

Q.  Do  you  believe,  McDermott,  that  Judd 
Gray  was  actuated  by  fear  when  he  broke  or 
made  the  statement  at  Poughkeepsie  ?  A.  No,  I 
don't. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  to  Gray,  McDermott, 
before  he  arrived  at  Poughkeepsie,  about  the 
methods  of  obtaining  information  desired,  meth-  3807 
o.'.s  by  the  Police  Department  to  obtain  the  in- 
formation desired.  Did  you  tell  him  there  were 
many  ways  of  getting  that!  A.  I  don't  recall 
now. 

Q.  Now,  you  search  your  mind,  McDermott. 
See  if  you  cannot  recall.  See  if  I  cannot  refresh 
your  recollection.  Did  you  not  say  "One  method 
was  to  beat  a  man  up,  but  you  were  not  going 
to  do  that"?  A.  We  did  have  a  conversation  — 
will  I  tell  the  conversation,  Judge? 

The  Court:     Do  you  wish  the  conversa- 
tion? 
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Mr.  Millard:     Yes,  Judge. 
The  Court:    You  are  asked  for  his  con- 
versation. 

The  Witness:  I  told  him  in  the  presence  of 
Lieutenant  Brown  that  we  did  not  wish  to  mis- 
treat him,  that  Lieutenant  Brown  and  I  thought 
that  we  were  educated  enough  to  get  him  to  tell 
us  what  he  knew  about  this  case. 

Q.  All  right.  Did  you,  McDermott,  at  any 
time  during  the  last  three  weeks,  make  the  state- 
ment that  when  you  took  Judd  Gray  into  your 
custody,  we  will  say,  that  he  did  not  seem  to 
know  what  it  was  all  about?  A.  He  didn't  seem 
to  — 

Q.  Just  answer  that.     Is  not  that  the  fact? 

By  the  Court: 
Q.  Vou   are   asked  whether  you   did   that   at 
any  time?    A.  Yes,  I  did. 

3810  Mr.  Millard:     That  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Just  one  question.  Captain  McDermott, 
I  think  you  were  interrupted  at  the  time.  Do 
you  say  that  in  conversation  on  the  railroad 
train  that  you  announced  to  Gray  what  the  con- 
tent of  the  basket  was,  item  for  item?  A.  No, 
I  did  not. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  him?  A.  I  asked  him, 
or  I  said  to  him,  "Do  you  know  that  I  have  the 
contents  of  the  waste  paper  basket  in  your  room 
in   the   hotel?"     He    paused   for    about    half   a 
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minute,  and  he  said,  "Mac,  what  did  you  find 
in  the  basket?" 

Q.  What  was  your  answer?  A.  I  refused  to 
tell  him,  but  watched  what  reaction  it  would 
have  on  him,  me  having  told  him  that  I  had 
the  contents  of  the  basket. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  tell  him  what  was  in  the 
basket?    A.  Not  at  that  time. 

Q.  When  did  you?     A.  Just  about  when  we 
reached    Poughkeepsie,     and    interrupting    Mr.     3312 
Thornton    in    his    questioning    I    said    to    him, 
"Judd,  do  you  know  we  have  the  Pullman  ticket 
that  you  used  going  back?" 

Q.  Is  that  all  you  told  him  you  found  in  that 
basket?    A.  That  is  all. 

Q.  And  was  that  all  you  found?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Well  then,  you  had  told  him  an  untruth 
as  to  what  you  had  found,  is  that  it?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Didn't  he  ask  you  what  you  had  found 
in  the  basket?  A.  He  did,  prior  to  the  other 
gentleman  — 

Q.  So,  when  you  told  him  — 

Mr.  Froessel:  Please  let  the  witness 
answer. 

Q.  He  asked  what  were  the  contents  of  the 
basket? 

Mr.  Froessel:  Just  a  minute.  I  think 
the  witness  has  not  finished  his  last  an- 
swer. 

The  Court:    We  will  deem  the  question- 
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ing  begun  de  novo.  Just  put  the  ques- 
tion Mr.  Wallace  and  kindly  wait  then  for 
the  witness  to  answer  it. 

Q.  Now,  Captain  McDermott,  a  very  simple 
matter,  when  he  asked  you  what  was  in  the 
basket,  did  you  tell  him  honestly  what  you  had 
found  in  the  basket?  A.  I  did  not  tell  him  what 
was  in  the  basket  at  that  time.  I  told  him  noth- 
3315    ing  at  all  nor  made  any  answer  to  him. 

Q  Do  you  mean  at  the  time  that  you  told  him  the 
Pullman  ticket  was  in  it?  A.  At  the  time  that  T 
told  him  that  I  had  found  the  Pullman  ticket  in 
the  basket,  he  did  not  ask  me  what  other  things 
were  in  the  basket. 

Q.  But  later  on,  you  say,  that  he  did,  is  that 
right?     A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Haven't  you  said  here,  in  answer  at  least 
to  one  question,  that  he  asked  what  you  found 
in  the  basket?     A.  And  I — 
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The  Court:  I  think  that  has  been 
covered  several  times,  even  in  answer  to 
your  own  questions,  Mr.  Wallace.  He  said 
that  he  did  not  ask  him  that  in  the  first 
instance. 

Q.  What  did  you  find  in  the  basket,  Captain? 
A.  I  found — I  did  not  find  it  in  the  basket. 

The  Court:  It  does  not  seem  to  the 
Court  that  this  is  correct  cross-examin- 
ation on  the  point  involved.  If  there  is 
objection,    the   Court   will   sustain   it.     If 
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the  District  Attorney  does  not  care  to 
object,  the  Court  will — 

Mr.  Froessel :  The  District  Attorney- 
has  no  objection,  your  Honor. 

The  Court:  You  may  propound  the 
question,  if  you  wish. 

Q.  What  did  you  find?  A.  The  contents  of  the 
waste  paper  basket  was  two  business  letters  of 
the  Benjamin  Johns  Company,  yellow  carbon 
copies  of  business  letters  addressed  to  two  women 
in  various  parts  of  the  state;  one  envelope  ad- 
dressed to  Henry  Judd  Gray,  Onandaga  Hotel, 
and  with  a  post  mark  thereon,  "Jamaica,  9  P.M. 
March  19,  1927." 

Q.  It  was  just  an  envelope,  then?  A.  An  en- 
velope. 

Q.  Was  there  any  letter  at  all  addressed  to 
anv  female  in  Syracuse? 

Mr.  Froessel:  That  is  objected  to  as  be- 
ing incompetent,  irrelevant  and  immaterial     38 19 
The  Court.  The  objection  is  sustained. 

Mr.  Wallace.    That  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  McDermott,  what  day  of  the  week 
was  this  that  you  first  went  to  Syracuse?  A. 
On  —  it  was  Monday  morning,  we  left  here  at 
5 :14  A.  M. 

Q.  Now,  the  crime  charged  in  this  indictment 
took  place  on  Sunday,  the  20th,  did  it  not?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  was  the  following  day?  A.  The  follow- 
ing day. 
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Q.  That  was  Monday,  the  21st?     A.  The  21st. 

Q.  Now,  in  your  direct  examination  I  think  in 
one  or  two  places  you  gave  the  date  March  20th. 
Was  that  an  error?  A.  Yes,  it  was,  because  the 
crime  was  — 

Q.  Never  mind  because.  I  just  want  to  get  it 
straight.  What  day  was  it  then  that  you  were 
in  Syracuse,  Sunday,  March  20th  or  Monday, 
March  21st?     A.  Monday,  March  21st. 

3821  Q.  And  what  day  did  you  arrive  in  New  York 
City  with  the  defendant  Gray?  A.  We  arrived 
at  125th  Street  at  about  11 :45  P.  M.  March  21st. 

Q.  And  what  time  did  you  get  to  the  District 
Attorney's  office?  A.  At  about  1:30  A.  M.  March 
22nd. 

Q.  You  were  asked  a  question  by  Mr.  Millard 
as  to  some  statement  that  you  had  made  to  the 
effect  that  Gray  had  not  realized  something. 
Will  you  give  us  just  exactly  what  that  state- 
ment was,  all  of  it?  A.  That  is  when  Mr.  Mil- 
lard referred  to  me  having -stated — 

Q.  You  made  some  such  statement.  Let  us 
get  the  exact  statement. 

Mr.  Millard:     Did  he  not  give  it  exactly? 

The  Court:  I  don't  know.  The  ques- 
tion seems  ot  be  rather  ambigious.  The 
Court  would  suggest  that  the  question  be 
reframed. 

Q.  Mr.  McDermott,  will  you  give  us  the  ex- 
act statement  that  you  made  as  to  which  Mr. 
Millard  referred  to  in  substance  when  he  asked  ** 
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did  you  not  say  that  Gray  did  not  seem  to  realize 
something 

Mr  Millard :  Objected  to  on  the  ground 
there  is  no  such  question. 

The  Court:  If  the  witness  is  able  to 
identify  the  question,  the  court  will  allow 
him  to  answer.  If  you  cannot,  the  witness 
may  state  that  he  does  not  identify  the 
question,  and  the  court  will  have  the  ques-  3824 
tion  made  more  specific. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  the  question?     A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Will  you  give  the  answer  then?  A.  At 
about  4:45  P.  M.  yesterday  afternoon,  after  the 
adjournment  of  court,  in  the  corridor  outside, 
by  the  elevator  entrance,  I  met  Mr.  Miller  of 
the  defence  counsel  for  the  defendant  Gray,  the 
first  time  I  had  seen  him  since  the  night  that 
Gray  was  brought  to  New  York,  and  I  had  con- 
versation with  him  in  which  I  did  say  I  don't  3825 
think  Gray  knew  what  it  was  all  about. 

Q.  Well,  what  was  the  conversation?     A.  The 
conversation. 

The  Court:  You  mean  the  conversation 
with  Mr.  Miller? 

Mr.    Froessel :     Yes. 

The  Court:  Now,  you  are  asked  to  re- 
late the  conversation  which  you  had  on 
this  occassion  with  Mr.  Miller,  when  you 
you  made  the  statement  to  which  you  have 
testified. 
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A.  Mr.  Miller  approached  me  at  the  elevator 
entrance,  where  I  was  standing. 
Q.  Did  he  call  you  by  name?    A.  He  did. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  What  did  he  say  and  what  did  you  say?  A. 
He  asked  me  how  I  felt  the  sympathy  was  goinaj, 
whether  for  Mrs.  Snyder  or  for  Gray  and  I  told 
him  that  I  thought  from  the  newspaper  articles 

3827  that  the  sympathy  was  for  Gray.  He  then  asked 
me  what  I  thought  about  it.  I  told  him  that 
I  do  not  think  Gray  knew  what  it  was  all  about. 
He  said.  "I  do  not  think  he  realized  until  recent- 
ly that  he  was  fighting  for  his  life,"  and  the 
conversation  ceased. 

By   Mr.   Froessel : 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Millard  asked  you  some  questions, 
or  rather  asked  you  for  all  the  questions  and 
all  the  answers  that  were  asked  and  given  in 
the  trip  from  Syracuse  to  Albany  and  down  to 
Poughkeepsie.  Now,  will  you  tell  us  what  oc- 
curred, giving  the  questions  and  answers  so 
nearly  as  you  can  recall,  from  Poughkeepsie 
down  to  New  York?  A.  From  Poughkeepsie  to 
New  York?  There  was  not  much  questioning 
during  that  time,  because  covering  that  distance 
Gray  was  relating  what  did  happen  on  the  night 
of  the  crime. 

Q.  What    did  he  say? 

Mr.  Millard:     I  object  to  that,  because 
that  in  itself  is  in  the  nature  of  a  confes- 
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sion  and  we  are  trying  to  find  ont  whether 
it  was  voluntarily  made  or  made  under 
threat  and  coercion. 

The  Court:  The  Court  is  going  to  rule 
that  this  cross-examination  relates  solely 
to  Exhibit  No  57,  and  must  be  confined  to 
that. 

Mr.  Froessel :  Will  your  Honor  just  hear 
me  for  a  moment  ? 

The  Court :  No,  I  think  it  is  unnecessary,  3^30 
Mr.  District  Attorney.  Later  on  this  very 
question  may  likewise  arise  in  another  con- 
nection, but  the  testimony  then  should  be 
made  to  explain  that  other  situation,  and 
not  this.  The  Court  at  the  present  time 
is  concerned  only  with  the  question  of  the 
admissibility  of  Exhibit  57.  The  objection 
is  sustained. 

Mr.  Frossel:    All  right,  then;  that  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Just  one  more  question,  Mr.  McDermott,  now     3S31 
that  it  has  been  brought  out.    On  the  11th  day  of 
April,  1927,  in  this  court  room  over  on  that  side 
of  the  building  (indicating),  do  you  remember  of 
seeing  me  for  the  first  time?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  was  standing  with  my  associate,  Mr.  Mil- 
ler?   A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  introduced  to  me,  Mr.  McDer- 
mott?   A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  then  ask  me  how  Judd  Gray  was 
standing  it  ?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  did  I  reply  "Doing  pretty  well"?     A. 
Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  did  you  say  that  "When  I  took  him  into 
custody  he  didn't  seem  to  know  what  it  was  all 
about"?  A.  I  don't  recall  those  words,  Mr.  Mil- 
lard. 

Q.  Aren't  those  the  very  exact  words,  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott?   A.  I  don't  recall. 

Q.  Don't  you  remember  saying  "He  didn't  seem 
to  know  what  it  was  all  about,"  and  "He  didn't 
take  his  position  seriously"?    A.  No,  I  do  not  re- 

3833  member  telling  you  that. 

Q.  You  only  had  a  few  words  with  me,  and  that 
is  the  only  time  that  I  ever  saw  you,  wasn't  it, 
Mr.  McDermott?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  the  substance  of  what  you 
said?  A.  I  don't  believe  there  was  any  such  state- 
ment made  whatever. 

The  Court :  Now  you  are  asked  whether 
you  yourself  can  recollect  the  substance  of 
your  conversation  on  this  date,  April  11th, 
with  Mr.  Millard.     The  answer  would  be 

3834  yes  or  no,  whether  you  can  recollect.  If 
your  answer  is  "Yes,"  then  you  may  be 
called  upon  to  give  the  substance,  but  we 
will  cross  that  bridge  when  we  get  to  it. 
The  question  now  is,  can  you  remember  the 
conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Millard? 
Yes,  or  no.    A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  asking  me,  Mr.  McDer- 
mott, how  Judd  Gray  was  standing  it?  A.  No,  I 
do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  your  question  was 
that  you  asked  me?  A.  No,  I  do  not.  I  don't 
know — 
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Q.  Do  you  remember  saying  something  to  me? 
You  remember,  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Let  him  finish  his  an- 
swer. 

The  Court:     Do  you  remember  the  sub 
stance  of  what  you  said? 

The  Witness:     No,  I  do  not.     I  do  not 

remember  saying  anything  at  all. 

3836 
Q.  You  know,  Mr.  McDermott,  that  that  is  the 

first  time  that  you  and  I  ever  met,  wasn't  it?    A. 

Yes. 

Q.  And  don't  you  remember  saying  anything  to 
me  at  all  ?    A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  And  then  so  far  as  that  conversation  which 
I  have  endeavored  to  give  you  is  concerned,  it  is 
absolutely  out  of  your  memory,  recollection?  A. 
T  don't  believe  that  there  was  any — I  know  there 
was  no  conversation. 

Q.  Are  you  saying  that  seriously,  McDermott?     oQ07 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Millard:    All  right.    That  is  all. 

The  Court:    Any  further  questions? 

(No  answer.) 

The  Court :  The  witness  Dorschell  is  now 
recalled. 

Mr.  Millard :  May  I  suggest  for  the  pur- 
pose of  that  one  point,  placing  my  associate 
on  the  stand  for  a  moment. 

The  Court:    You  mav  so  do. 
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SAMUEL  L.  MILLER,  residing  at  1387  Grand 
Concourse,  New  York  City,  called  as  a  witness 
by  the  defendant  Gray,  being  duly  sworn,  testi- 
fies as  follows : 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  You  are  one  of  counsel  for  defendant  Gray? 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  morning  of  the  11th  of 

3839  April,  1927?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  you  and  I  were  in 
this  court  house  at  that  time?    A.  "We  were. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  introducing  me  to  Captain 
or  Lieutenant  McDermott?    A.  I  do,  sir. 

Mr.  Froessel :  Just  a  minute.  I  object 
to  any  leading  questions  unless  they  have 
bearing  upon  People's  Exhibit  57. 

Mr.  Millard :    They  have. 

The  Court:  The  Court  has  allowed  the 
questions  up  to  the  present  time  because 
they  were  introductory  only.  Up  to  the 
present  time  no  question  has  been  asked 
which  the  Court  is  able  to  say  may  not  be 
identified  with  this  exhibit.  The  Court  will 
suggest  that  the  exhibit  be  introduced  when 
it  seems  to  fit. 

Q.  Did  you  introduce  me  to  Lieutenant  McDer- 
mott upon  that  occasion?    A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  McDermott  make  any  state- 
ment at  that  time?  A.  Yes,  he  had  a  little  con- 
versation with  you. 

Q.  WTill  you  state  what  you  heard  him  say  ? 
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Mr.  Froessel:  Just  a  minute.  That  is 
objected  to  unless  it  has  some  bearing  upon 
People's  Exhibit  57. 

Mr.  Millard :  I  protest  it  has  a  very  im- 
portant bearing.  The  officer  who  took  him 
into  custody  and  was  with  him  all  the  time 
until  three  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

The  Court :  This  was  a  conversation  tak- 
ing place,  as  the  Court  understands  it,  on 
April  11th.  3842 

Mr.  Millard:    Yes,  Judge. 

The  Court:  The  exhibit  which  is  the 
subject  of  controversy  at  the  present  time 
purports  to  have  been  made  a  considerable 
time  before  that.  It  would  seem  to  the 
Court  that  the  question  now  asked  is  on 
a  collateral  matter  and  not  relevant.  The 
Court  sustains  the  objection. 

Mr.  Millard :    May  I  ask  this  then,  Judge, 
that  it  related  to  the  condition  of  Judd  Gray 
at  the  time  he  was  taken  into  custody.    Not 
on  the  11th  of  April,  at  the  very  time  he     3843 
was  taken  into  custody  by  this  officer. 

The  Court :  Is  it  your  purpose  to  have — 
to  bring  out  the  fact  that  this  statement  of 
the  officer  in  a  sense  relates  back  to  the 
period  when  it  is  contended  this  drawing 
was  made? 

Mr.  Millard:    Exactly. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  allow  the 
question. 

Mr.  Froessel :  In  that  regard  it  is  ob- 
jected to  on  the  ground  that  Mr.  Millard 
has  called  the  police  officer  in  question. 
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The  Court:  The  police  officer  was  called 
in  cross  examination.  The  objection  is  over- 
ruled. 

Mr.  Froessel :  I  would  like  to  finish  my 
objection. 

The  Court :    You  may,  but  do  not  argue. 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  was  going  to  say  that 
he  called  the  police  officer  himself  and  re- 
ceived answers  to  his  questions  and  now  he 
3«45  seeks  to  impeach  the  witness  that  he  him- 

self called,  and  upon  that  ground  I  object 
to  the  question  of  this  witness. 

The  Court :  The  Court  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  examination  conducted  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  cross  examination.  The  affirma- 
tive beins:  for  the  People,  and  therefore  the 
Court  will  overrule  the  objection. 

The  Witness:  "Will  the  stenographer 
please  read  the  question. 

3846  Q-  (Repeated  by  the  stenographer.)  Will  you 
state  what  you  heard  him  say?  A.  I  did  hear  the 
conversation  at  that  time. 

The  Court :  You  are  asked  what  was  that 
conversation. 

A.  (Continuing.)  Lieutenant  McDermott  inquired 
as  to  how  Mr.  Gray  was  standing  the  confinement 
in  the  prison,  and  he  stated  to  the  effect  that  he 
thought  that  at  the  time  that  he  was  apprehended 
and  brought  to  New  York  he  did  not  understand 
thp  situation,  and  he  was  hazy  about  the  situation 
and  did  not  realize  the  seriousness  of  the  matter. 
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The  Court :  Has  your  examination  with 
reference  to  this  exhibit  been  concluded? 

Mr.  Millard :  "Yes,  Judge. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  hear  now 
your  objection  to  the  admission  of  the  ex- 
hibit in  evidence,  just  the  legal  objection. 

Mr.  Millard :  We  object  to  the  admission 
of  this  document  in  evidence  or  this  paper 
marked  for  identification  Exhibit  57,  upon 
the  ground  that  it  now  appears  from  the  3848 
evidence  presented  by  witnesses  that  the 
drawing  was  not  made  by  the  defendant 
Judd  Gray  voluntarily,  of  his  own  free  will, 
but  was  the  result  of  methods  employed  by 
the  Police  Department's  representatives 
and  representatives  of  the  District  Attor- 
ney's office  from  the  time  that  he  was  taken 
into  custody  in  Syracuse  until  he  arrived  at 
the  City  of  Poughkeepsie,  when  after  num- 
erous questions  had  been  presented  to  him 
and  various  statements  made — 

The  Court:     I  think  that  is  argument.     ^49 
The  Court  suggested  that  you  confine  your- 
self to  the  legal  objection. 

Mr.  Millard:  It  precluded  the  possibilitv 
of  the  statement  being  made  voluntarily,  of 
his  own  free  will,  perfectly  apparent,  and 
therefore  it  is  objected  to. 

The  Court:  The  Court  rules  that  it  is  a 
question  of  fact  for  the  jury  to  determine 
whether  or  not  this  drawing  was  or  was  not 
an  act  of  the  defendant  Gray's  own  free 
will,  a  voluntary  act.  The  Court  holds  that 
the  evidence  here  is  sufficient  to  admit  it  in 
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evidence  and  the  jury  however  will  here- 
after receive  the  instruction  of  the  Court  as 
to  the  rights  of  the  defendant  in  connection 
with  the  value  of  this  document  as  an  item 
of  evidence.    Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Miller:    I  respectfully  except. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  57.) 


3851  CHARLES  P.  R.  DORSCHELL,  recalled  as  a 

witness  on  behalf  of  the  People,  testifies  as  fol- 
lows: 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  I  submit  that  ex- 
hibit to  the  jury,  your  Honor? 

The  Court:    You  may. 

(Exhibit  No.  57  presented  to  the  jury.) 

Mr.  Hazelton  :  Of  course,  your  Honor,  it 
is  understood  that  this  exhibit  is  not  bind- 
ing in  any  way  upon  the  defendant  Snyder. 

The  Court :    The  Court  instructs  the  jury 

3852  that  the  exhibit  in  question  is  in  no  wise 
binding  upon  the  defendant  Snyder. 

By  Mr.  Froessel : 

Q.  Lieutenant  Dorschell,  were  you  actually  pres- 
ent when  Gray  made  this  diagram,  People's  Ex- 
hibit 57?    A.  Yes,  sir,  I  was. 

Q.  And  did  he  have  any  conversation  with  you 
with  regard  to  the  diagram  and  the  marks  and 
initials  shown  thereon?  A.  He  said  its — I  asked 
him, ' '  Where  is  this  hotel  located ?  What  street ? ' ' 
Ho  said,  "I  cannot  recall  just  the  name  of  it;  I 
think  it  is  the  Main  Avenue  or  Main  Street.    It's 
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only  a  short  way  from  the  railroad  station."  He 
said,  "The  hardware  store  is  ahout  the  middle  of 
the  block.  The  hotel  is  on  the  corner."  "The 
drug  store,"  he  said,  "is  around  in  the  block,  in 
the  rear,  on  an  opposite  corner  to  the  hotel." 

Q.  Did  he  then  make  the  diagram?  A.  That 
was  after  he  made  the  diagram  that  he  explained 
that. 

Q.  Did  he  explain  the  letters  or  characters  on 
the  diagram?  A.  He  said  the  "H.  S."  in  be-  3854 
tween  the  two  parallel  lines  stood  for  "Hard- 
ware store,"  and  that  the  hotel  —  I  think  he 
put  "H."  with  "S.  T.  Y."  for  Hotel  Stuyvesant," 
and  then  he  marked  "Drug  Store"  or  "Drgs" 
where  he  said  the  drug  store  was  located.  That 
was  in  ink. 

Mr.  Froessel:    I  think  that  is  all. 
The  Court:     Any  cross-examination! 
Mr.  Millard:    No  cross  examination. 
Mr.    Hazleton:      No    cross   examination, 
your  Honor.  3855 


MARGARET  HAMILTON,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  People,  being  first  duly  sworn, 
testifies  as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  she  resides  at 
Kingston,  New  York.) 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Miss   Hamilton,   with   whom   are   you   em- 
ployed?   A.  Rose,  Gorman  &  Rose. 
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Q.  And  where  are  they  located?  A.  Kingston, 
New  York. 

Q.  Kingston,  New  York,  did  you  say?  A. 
Kingston,  New  York. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant,  Henry  Judd 
Gray?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  him?  A.  Why, 
I  don't  know  just  as  to  time,  but  quite  a  few 
years   in   a  business   way. 


3857 
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The  Court:    Try  to  speak  slowly,  please. 

Q.  What  capacity  are  you  employed?  A.  As 
a  buyer. 

Q.  And  is  it  in  that  way  that  you  met  Mr. 
Gray,  the  defendant?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Gray,  the  defendant  in 
your  store,  in  Kingston,  New  York,  on  the  4th 
day  of  March,  of  this  year?     A.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q.  About  how  far  is  your  store  located  from 
the    Stuyvesant   Hotel?     A.  About    one    block. 

Q.  And  about  how  far  is  it  located  from 
Winne's  Hardware  Store?  A.  About  a  half  a 
block. 

Mr.  Froessel:     That  is  all. 

The  Court:  Any  cross  examination  by 
the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     No,  sir. 

The  Court:  Any  cross  examination  by 
the  defendant  Gray? 

Mr.   Millard:     No   examination,    Judge. 

The  Court:     You  are  excused,  Madam. 
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ARTHUR  ROBERT  BAILEY,  residing  at  215 
Westchester  Street,  Kingston,  New  York, 
called  as  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  People, 
being  duly  sworn,  testifies  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Mr.  Bailey,  with  whom  are  you  employed? 
A.  L.  S.  Winne  &  Company,  328  Wall  Street, 
Kingston,  N.  Y.  3800 

Q.  And  you  are  employed  as  their  hardware 
clerk?     A.  As  salesman. 

Q.  Were  you  so  employed  on  the  4th  of  March 
last?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  I  show  you  a  diagram,  People's  Exhibit 
57,  and  ask  you  if  having  —  if  the  letters  D.  G. 
representing  the  drug  store  on  the  corner;  the 
letters  S.  and  H.  representing  a  hotel  on  the 
corner,  would  the  two  parallel  lines  upon  which 
are  marked  the  letters  H.  S.  represent  the  rela- 
tive position  of  the  Winne  hardware  store  on 
Wall  Street  in  Kingston,  N.  Y.  (handing  paper 
to  witi  ess)  ?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now.  do  you  remember  on  the  4th  of  March 
Hst  s..'!ling  a  five  pound  window  weight,  a  single 
weight?    A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  I  beg  your  pardon?     A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Q.  I  show  you  a  paper  and  ask  you  if  that  is 
a  paper  representing  the  sale  by  you  of  a  five 
poind  window  weight  in  March  4th  of  this  year ? 

Mr.   Hazleton:     Objected   to   as   incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:     The  objection  is  sustained, 
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but  not  on  that  ground.     The  question  is 
leading. 

0.  Well,  now,  refreshing  your  recollection,  Mr. 
Witness,  from  looking  at  the  order  slip  of  the 
Winn  ft  Company  before  you,  can  you  tell  us 
whether  or  not  on  the  4th  of  March  last  you 
sold  a  five  pound  sashweight? 


3863 


Mr.  Hazleton:  I  object  as  incompetent, 
irrelevant  and  immaterial,  upon  the  more 
specific  ground  that  he  has  not  stated  that 
that  can  refresh  his  recollection,  and  the 
question  therefor  assumes  a  fact  not  in 
evidence. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Is  your  recollection  refreshed,  Mr.  Witness, 
by  the  paper  you  held  in  your  hand?  A.  Not  in 
regard  to  the  sale. 

Q.  Is  it  refreshed  with  regard  to  anything? 
3864    A.  No,  sir. 

The  Court:     Objection  sustained. 

Q.  Mr.  Bailey,  do  you  remember  on  the  4th 
day  of  March,  1927,  someone  coming  into  your 
hardware  store  and  asking  for  a  five-pound  sash- 
weight  ? 

Mr.  Miller:    That  is  objected  to. 
Mr.   Hazelton:     Objected   to   as   incom- 
petent, irrelevant,  immaterial  and  leading. 
The  Court:    The  witness  has  testified,  as 
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the  Court  recalls,  that  he  does  not  recol- 
lect.    If  his  memory  has  been  exhausted 
it  can  be  refreshed.    I  think  the  question 
proper.      Objection    overruled. 
Mr.  Hazelton:    Exception. 

A.  (No  answer). 

Q.  I  show  you  People's  Exhibit  3  for  identi- 
fication and  ask  you  if  your  company,  the  Winne 
Hardware  Company,  on  the  4th  day  of  March  of     gggg 
this  year  had  sashweights  of  that  character  for 
sale?    A.  Yes,  sir,  we  have. 

Q.  Now,  is  this  paper  which  I  show  you  in 
your  handwriting  (handing  paper  to  witness)? 
A.  It  is. 

Q.  Will  you  state  the  circumstances  under 
which  you  made  that  out?  A.  Well,  all  mer- 
chandise that  comes  — 


The  Court:  The  circumstances,  is  rather 
general. 

A.  (continuing)     There  must  have  come  some- 
one in  to  buy  that  one  five-pound  sashweight. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  object  to  this  upon 
the  ground  that  some  paper,  it  does  not 
appear  what  kind  of  a  paper  or  what  is  it. 
has  been  presented  to  this  witness  and  he 
is  asked  to  determine  — 

The  Court:  You  make  your  objection 
and  the  Court  will  rule. 

Mr.  Millard:  I  object  to  it  on  the 
ground  it  is  irrelevant   and  incompetent. 
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The  Court:  I  think  the  question  at  the 
present  time  involves  some  ambiguity. 
The  Court  sustains  the  objection.  Begin 
over  again. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  making  out  the  paper  which 
I  show  you?    A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Is  that  your  handwriting?     A.  Yes,  it  is. 


3869 


The  Court:  Did  you  make  out  that 
paper  ? 

The  Witness:     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  ask  that  it  be  marked 
for  identification. 

(The  same  was  marked  People's  Exhibit 

No.  58,  for  identification.) 

Q.  What  is  that  paper,  Mr.  Witness?    A.  That 
paper  — 

Mr.  Millard:  I  object  to  that  on  the 
3870  ground  that  the  paper  speaks  for  itself. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled.  He 
may  state  what  the  paper  was. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  The  defendant  Snyder 
objects  to  it  on  the  ground  it  is  incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial,  and 
that  the  paper  is  not  in  evidence  and  may 
not  be  explained  by  him. 

The  Court:  The  Court  rules  that  at  the 
present  time  at  least  this  evidence  is  not 
competent  so  far  as  the  defendant  Snyder 
is  concerned.  The  Court  may  later  on  de- 
fine, the   consideration   that   the   evidence 


1291 
Arthur  Robert  Bailey — Cross  Examination 

Called  m  behalf  of  People  3871 

can  receive  with  relation  to  its  bearing  on 
the  case  on  trial. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  object  also  on  the 
ground  of  its  incompetence,  your  Honor. 

The   Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Millard:     Exception. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception. 

Mr.  Froessel:  May  the  stenographer  re- 
peat the  question? 

The  Court:     The  stenographer  will  re-     3872 
peat  the  question. 

(Question  repeated  as  follows: 

"Q.  What  is  that  paper,  Mr.  Witness?") 

The  Court:  We  want  to  know  just  what 
the  paper  is. 

The  Witness:  That  is  a  warehouse  slip 
for  one  five-pound  sash-weight  for  the 
L.  S.  Winne  store. 


Q.  Do  you  know  what  you  did  with  that  paper 
when  you  prepared  it?    A.  I  gave  it  to  the  boy. 
Q.  What  is  his  name?     A.  John  Stanford. 

Mr.  Froessel:     That  is  all  of  this  wit- 
ness. 

Mr.  Miller:     No  cross-examination. 
Mr.  Millard:     Just  a  minute. 

Cross-Examination  by  Mr.  Miller: 

Q.  Mr.  Bailey,  have  weights  of  this  character, 
People's  Exhibit  3,  for  identification,  ever  been 
sold  to  anyone  else?     A.  Sashweights? 

Q.  Yes.    A.  We  sell  any  number. 
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Q.  Do  any  other  stores  sell  this  kind  of  sash- 
weight?     A.  Not  in  the  neighborhood. 

Q.  Not  in  that  neighborhood?    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  have  the  exclusive  agency  for  this 
kind  of  a  weight?  A.  No,  sir,  we  have  not.  We 
are  the  only  hardware  store  in  the  upper  end  of 
Kingston   that   sell   sashweights. 
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Mr.  Miller:    That  is  all. 

Redirect  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Do  you  ever  recall  any  transaction  other 
than  the  one  in  question  where  you  sold  at  one 
time   only  a   single   sashweight?     A.  Never. 

Cross  Examination 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Was  there  anything  about  that  sashweight 
that  distinguishes  it  in  your  mind  today  from 
thousands  of  others  you  may  have  sold?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Mr.  Wallace:    That  is  all. 


JOHN  STANFORD,  residing  at  Kingston,  N.  Y., 
called  as  witness  on  behalf  of  the  People, 
being  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  On  the  4th  of  March  last  were  you  em- 
ployed by  the  Winne  Hardware  Company  in 
Kingston?    A.  Yes. 
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Q.  And  were  your  duties  in  connection  with 
the  warehouse  of  that  company?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  I  show  you  People's  Exhibit  58  for  iden- 
tification and  ask  you  whether  you  recall  receiv- 
ing from  Mr.  Bailey  of  that  company  the  said 
order  slip  on  that  day  (handing  paper  to  wit- 
ness)?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  What  is  your  answer?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  pursuant  to  the  receipt  of  that  order 
slip,  what  did  you  then  do?     A.  I  don't  recall.     3g7g 

Q.  Now,  did  you  go  to  the  warehouse?  A. 
Oh,  yes. 

Mr.    Millard:      Now,    no    leading    ques- 
tions.    We  object. 

The  Court:     The  objection  is  sustained. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Tell  us  after  you  received  that  slip,  so 
far  as  you  can  recall,  what  you  did?  A.  I  went 
to  the  warehouse. 

Q.  Well,  now,  then  what  —  tell  us  what  you 
did  when  you  went  to  the  warehouse,  just  speak 
right  out  so  that  these  gentlemen  can  hear  you? 
A.  To  get  the  sashweight. 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Did  you  get  a  sashweight  ?    A.  I  did. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Tell  us  all  about  what  you  did  with  the 
sashweight  after  you  got  it?  A.  That  I  don't 
recall,   whether  I  brought   it   to   the   store   and 
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gave  it  to  Mr.  Bailey,  or  whether  I  delivered 
it  to  the  customer. 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  I  show  you  People's  Exhibit  3  for  identi- 
fication and  ask  you  if  that  is  the  character 
of  sashweight  that  you  procured  from  the  ware- 
house?    A.  It  is. 
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Mr.  Froessel:  That  is  all. 
Mr.  Millard:  No  questions. 
Mr.  Hazleton:     No  questions. 


MAETIN  MUHLENTHAL,  of  No.  5502  -  39th 
Avenue,  Woodside,  New  York,  called  as  a 
witness  on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  been 
first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Mr.  Muhlenthal,  what  is  your  occupation! 
A.  I  am  a  waiter. 

Q.  And  with  whom  are  you  employed?  A. 
Henry's   Restaurant. 

Q.  Where  is  that  located?  A.  69  West  36th 
Street. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  there? 
A.  Ten  years. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  Henry  Judd 
Gray?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  do  you  know  him?  A.  About 
seven  years. 

Q.  Where  did  you  usually  see  him  in  the 
course  of  those  seven  years?  A.  Only  in  the 
restaurant. 
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Q.  In  the  restaurant  in  which  you  work,  Hen- 
ry's Restaurant?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  defendant  at  the  other 
side  of  the  table,  Ruth  Snyder?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  And  how  long  have  you  known  her?  A 
About  two  years. 

Q.  And  have  you  seen  her  in  Henry's  Res- 
taurant?   A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  her  anywheres  else? 
A.  No,  sir.  3884 

Q.  When  you  would  see  the  defendant  Ruth 
Snyder,  would  you  see  her  alone  or  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray?  A. 
I  did  see  her  in  the  presence  of  Henry  Judd 
Gray. 

Q.  And  did  you  ever  see  her  alone?  A.  No, 
only  that  she  came  in  and  waited  for  him. 

Q.  If  you  did  see  her  alone,  did  you  see  Henry 
Judd  Gray  with  her  later  on  on  the  same  day, 
is  that  what  you  mean?     A.  No,  I  mean  if  she 
would  come  in  alone  first,  and  Mr.  Gray  would     3885 
come  after  to  meet  her. 

Q.  And  about  how  often,  if  you  can  tell,  did 
you  see  Mrs.  Snyder  and  Mr.  Gray  in  your  res- 
taurant? A.  Well,  about  say  once  a  month  or 
so. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  5th  day  of  March, 
last?     A.  I  do,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  defendants,  Henry  Judd  Gray  and 
Ruth  Snyder  in  your  restaurant  on  that  day? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  anybody  else  with  him  on  that  day? 
A.  There  was  a  little  girl  with  them. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  see  that  girl  before?  A.  I 
think   once  or  twice  before. 

Q  And  about  how  old  a  girl  was  it?  A  May- 
be about  nine  or  ten. 

Q  Do  you  remember  the  occasion  of  their 
being  there  on  the  5th  of  March?  A.  Yes,  sir, 
they  had  lunch  there. 

Q.  Did  either  of  the  defendants  have  a  pack- 
age with  them  on  that  day?  A.  Well,  I  noticed 
that  Mr.  Gray  had  a  parcel  when  he  came  in. 
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Mr.  Froessel:     That  is  all. 
Mr.  Hazleton:     No  questions. 

Cross-Examination   by   Mr.    Millard: 

Q.  What  is  it  that  particularly  fixes  the  5th 
day  of  March  in  your  memory?  A.  Well,  about 
two  weeks  after  when  I  saw  the  story  in  the 
newspaper  I  recollected  that  it  was  just  two 
weeks  ago  when  I  took  care  of  them  last,  you 
see. 

Q.  On  what  day  of  the  week  was  it  ?  A.  It  was 
on  a  Saturday. 

Q.  You  say  that  they  had  been  in  the  restaur- 
ant at  least  once  a  month  for  some  period,  an 
appreciable  period  of  time?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  remember  the  particular  day  of 
the  month,  of  any  other  month,  when  they  ap- 
peared there?     A.  I  could  not. 

Mr.  Millard:     That  is  all. 
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Redirect  Examination  by  Mr.  Froessel : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  you  served  them 
on  that  day!     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  what  it  was!  A.  Yes,  I 
served  them  luncheon. 

Q.  I  mean,  do  you  remember  what  food  you 
served  them?  A.  Yes;  there  is  a  particular  dish 
which  we  only  serve  on  Saturday;  it  is  called 
chicken  fricasee,  and  I  served  it  to  them. 

Q.  And  does  that  help  you  to  remember  it? 
A.  Positively. 
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Mr.  Froessel:    That  is  all. 

Cross  Examination 
By  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Did  Mrs.  Snyder  ever  come  to  your  res- 
taurant alone?     A.  No,  not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  come  there  with  her  daughter? 
A.  She  did  come  with  her  daughter,  but  I  am 
not  sure  if  Mr.  Gray  came  after  to  meet  them     3891 
or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  her  there  in  the  restaur- 
ant with  anyone  else  besides  Gray  or  her  daugh- 
ter?    A.  No. 

Q.  You  are  sure  of  that?  A.  I  didn't  see  her 
with  anybody  else  that  I  remember  of. 

The  Court:     Is  that  all? 
Mr.  Millard:     That  is  all. 
Mr.  Daly:     That  is  all. 
The  Court:     No  further  cross  examina- 
tion? 
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(No  answer.) 

The  Court:     You  are  excused. 

REGINALD  ROSE,  residing  at  2543  University 
Place,  Bronx,  called  as  a  witness  on  behalf 
of  the  People,  being  duly  sworn,  testifies  as 
follows : 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Mr.  Rose,  you  are  employed  by  the  New 
York  Central?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  by  them  ? 
A.  Short  of  three  years. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  are  you  employed!    A.  As 
ticket  seller. 

Q.  And   at   what   station?     A.  Grand   Central 
Terminal,  New  York. 

Q.  Were  you  on  duty  on  Saturday,  March  19th 
last?    A.  I  was. 

.  Q.  Between  what  hours?     A.  3:00  P.  M.  until 
11.00  P.  M. 

Q  Did  you  ever  see  the  defendant  sitting  here, 
Henry  Judd  Gray,  before  today?     A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do    you    remember    seeing    him    on    that 
evening,  March  19th?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  him?    A.  At  the  office. 
Terminal  office. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  your   office  where  you   sold 
tickets?     A.  Grand  Central  Terminal,  yes. 

Q.  Is  that  the  usual  ticket  office  that  we  can 
find  when  we  go  into  the  station?    A.  It  is. 

Q.  I  mean  it   is   not   any   private   office?     A. 
Oh,  no. 
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Q.  Did  you  observe  from  where  Henry  Judd 
Gray  was  coming,  or,  from  what  direction  he 
came  and  passed  before  he  reached  at  your  win- 
dow?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  From  what  direction  was  he  coming!  A. 
From  the  direction  of  a  group  that  regularly 
alights  from  the  Empire  State  Express. 

Q.  Which   comes  from  where!     A.  Buffalo. 

Q.  Does  it  pass  through  Syracuse?    A.  It  does. 

Q.  And  at  what  time  does  it  arrive  in  New     3896 
York!     A.  10:10. 

Q.  And  at  what  time  did  you  see  him  on  this 
evening?     A.  About  10.15  I  would  say. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him 
or  he  with  you?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  State  briefly  that  conversation.  A.  He 
made  a  request  for  a  seat,  a  ticket  on  train  No.  3, 
leaving  at  8.45  A.  M.  to  Syracuse,  for  the  morn- 
ing of  Sunday,  March  20th. 

Q.  Are  you  quoting  his  language  substantially, 
as  you  recollect  it?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Did  he  use  the  expression  train  No.  3!  A. 
He  did. 

Q.  You  understood  what  he  meant  by  that,  did 
you?    A.  Absolutely. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  us  what  train  No.  3  is?  A. 
The  8.45  A.  M.,  train,  regularly,  from  New  York 
Central  station  at  Grand  Central  terminal. 

Q.  Destined  for  where!  A.  It  goes  to  Chi- 
cago. 

Q.  Does  it  go  through  Syracuse?     A.  It  does. 

Q.  What  time  does  the  8.45  A.  M.  arrive  at 
Syracuse?     A.  I  believe  3.48. 
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Q.  In  the  same  afternoon?  A.  In  the  after- 
noon,  yes. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  interrupted  you 
or  not.  Did  you  tell  us  the  entire  conversation? 
A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Will  you  proceed.  A.  After  his  request 
for  a  seat  I  made  the  usual  maneuvers  to  pur- 
chase same  from  our  distributing  office,  calling 
on  the  phone.     That  is  our  procedure.     I  asked 

3899  f°r  a  seat  on  No.  3  that  morning,  Sunday  morn- 
ing, for  Syracuse,  and  was  informed  that  the 
best  obtainable  was  a  seat  to  Albany.  I  so  in- 
formed the  passenger,  the  defendant,  at  the  time 
looking  at  him  and  saying  "that  the  best  I  can 
secure  for  you  is  a  seat  as  far  as  Albany."  His 
reply  was  words  to  the  effect,  ' '  If  that  is  the  best 
you  can  do."    I  made  the  sale. 

Q.  Have  you  a  slip  showing  that  sale?  A.  I 
have,  yes. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  it?  A.  (Produces  paper 
which  is  handed  to  Mr.  Froessel.) 

Q.  Now  I  show  you  a  paper,  and  ask  you 
whether  that  is  the  stub  of  the  railroad  ticket 
which  you  sold  to  the  defendant  Gray  from  New 
York    to   Syracuse?      A.  (Examining)      It    is. 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  ask  that  it  be  marked 
in  evidence,  your  Honor. 

Mr.  Millard:     No  objection. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence 
and  marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  59,  of 
this   date.) 

Q.  I  show  you  a  paper,  and  ask  you  if  that 
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is  the  Pullman  ticket  that  you  sold  to  the  de- 
fendant Gray,  from  New  York  to  Albany?  A. 
(Examining)     Yes,  it  is. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  seat  number  and 
the  car  number  that  he  occupied?  A.  I  do; 
Seat  1,  in  Car  17. 

Mr.  Froessel:  I  offer  the  Pullman  ticket 
in  evidence. 

The  Court:     Is  there  any  objection?         gq^o 

Mr.  Millard:     No  objection. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  60,  of  this 
date.) 

Q.  Now,  I  show  you  a  paper,  and  I  ask  you 
if  that  is  the  sales  slip  representing  the  sale  of 
the  tickets  in  question  to  the  defendant  Gray? 
A.  (Examining)     It  is. 

Mr.  Froessel:     I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Millard:     No   objection.  3903 

(The    same    was    received    in    evidence 

and  marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  61,  of 

this  date.) 

Q.  Mr.  Witness,  I  understand  the  railroad 
ticket  was  from  New  York  to  Syracuse?  A. 
That  is  correct. 

Q.  And  the  Pullman  ticket  was  from  New  York 
to  Albany?    A.  That  is  right. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  for  a  Pullman  ticket  from  New 
York  to  Syracuse?    A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Did  you  have  it?     A.  I  did  not. 
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Q.  The  best  you  could  give  was  from  New 
York  to  Albany?     A.  Correct. 

Mr.  Froessel:    That  is  all. 

Cross  Examination  by  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  What  day  of  the  week  was  that  when  he 

purchased  that  ticket  ?    A.  Saturday,  March  19th. 

Q.  And  on  the  average,  how  many  tickets  do 

3905  you  sell  in  the  course  of  a  day?  A.  It  is  hard 
to  estimate..  Depending  on  the  nature  of  the 
sale. 

Q.  Give  us  an  approximate  idea?  A.  No  way 
of  determining. 

Q.  Oh,  yes.  A  hundred,  two  hundred,  three 
hundred?  A.  Absolutely  no  way  of  determin- 
ing. 

Q.  Well,  you  know  it  is  more  than  50,  do  you 
not?    A.  I  don't  know  anything  of  the  kind,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  it  is  more  than  three?  A.  Yes, 
of  course,  more  than  three. 

Q.  Do  you  know  it  is  more  than  10?  A.  Yes, 
more  than  10  also.    That  is  an  extreme,  as  well. 

Q.  Do  you  know  it  is  more  than  25?  A.  Well, 
I  don't  know  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  do  not?    A.  No. 

Q.  It  might  be  25  and  it  might  be  500?  A. 
Both  exaggerations. 

Q.  As  far  as  your  recollection  goes?  A.  It  is 
not  recollection,  as  I  say  it  has  to  depend  on 
the  nature  of  the  sale  and  the  time  taken  in  the 
sale. 

Q.  The  average,  we  will  say?  A.  No  way  of 
averaging,  sir. 
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Q.  No  way  of  averaging?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  This  was  an  ordinary  day,  there  was  not 
anything  peculiar  about  this  day,  was  there?  A. 
About  the  day,  no. 

Q.  Well,  now,  what  is  this  that  made  you 
particularly  remember  Judd  Gray?  A.  The  sale 
was  not  a  commonplace  one. 

Q.  How  was  he  dressed  that  day?  A.  He  was 
dressed  in  an  overcoat  an  ulster,  I  would  say, 
buttoned  up.  3908 

Q.  Buttoned  up?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  kind  of  an  overcoat?  A.  A  darkish 
blue  of  good  texture.     I  noticed  that. 

Q.  Good  texture?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  noticed  that?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  kind  of  a  hat?     A.  A  Fedora. 

Q.  And  what  kind  of  clothes,  under  clothes, 
I  mean  the  under  clothes  under  the  overcoat, 
not  the  real  underclothes?  A.  I  couldn't  very 
well   say. 

Q.  The  clothes  immediately  below  the  buttoned 
up  also?  A.  I  couldn't  very  well  see  the  clothes 
beneath  the  ulster. 

Q.  You  could  not  see  the  trousers  and  vest 
that  is  below  the  line  of  our  vision.  Our  win- 
dow is  about  even  with  the  abdomen,  perhaps 
a  little  higher. 

Q.  What  was  the  color  of  the  Fedora  hat?  A. 
I  am  not  sure,  certain.  I  think  it  was  a  brown, 
a  brownish  color. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  his  shoes  as  he  walked 
away,  did  you?  A.  I  didn't  observe  him  after 
he  left  the  window. 

Q.  But  you  do  remember  the  precise  seat  he 
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occupied  in  the  train,  and  of  all  the  tickets  you 
sold  you  recollected  just  that?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Tell  me  just  what  it  was  that  impressed 
your  recollection  about  Judd  Gray  so  certainly 
upon  your  mind?  A.  One  feature  was  the  fact 
that  the  seat  sold  to  Albany  and  the  ticket  to 
Syracuse,  which  is  irregular. 

Q.  You  did  not  regard  the  person  as  a  sus- 
picious character  because  he  requested  that,  did 

3911  y°u^     A.  Oh,  no. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Judd  Gray  since  he  pur- 
chased that  ticket?     A.  I  have  seen  him,  yes. 

Q.  Where?  A.  After  his  arraignment  by 
alienists,  I  would  say. 

Q.  Where  was  that?    A.  In  this  Court  House. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  here?  A.  I  was  here 
to  observe  him. 

Q.  To  identify  him?  A.  Not  to  identify  him. 
To  observe  him. 

Q.  To  refr/eh  your  recollection?     A.  Perhaps. 

3912  Mr.  Millard:     All  right. 

The  Court:    Any  further  cross  examina- 
tion? 

(No  answer.) 

The  Court:    That  is  all. 

MILTON  C.  FIDGEON,  of  No.  8935  Hollis 
Court  Boulevard,  Bellaire,  New  York,  called 
as  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  People,  having 
been  first  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct    Examination   by   Mr.    Newcombe: 
Q.  Mr.  Fidgeon,  did  you  know  Albert  Snyder 
during  his  lifetime?    A.  I  did,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  also  know  the  defendant  Ruth 
Snyder?    A.  I  did,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  know  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Snyder  prior  to  Mr.  Snyder's  death?  A.  I  would 
say  approximately  eight  months. 

Q.  Where  had  you  first  met  them?  A.  At 
Port  Jefferson,  Long  Island. 

Q.  A  little  summer  colony  down  there?  A. 
It  was,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  little  cottage  or  bungalow     3044 
there?    A.  We  did,  sir.     I  did. 

Q.  And  did  the  Snyders  as  well?  A.  They 
did,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  night  of  March  19, 
1927?     A.  I  do,  sir,  very  well. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  little  affair  or  party  at 
your  house  that  night?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Snyder  on  that 
night?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where?     A.  At  my  house. 

Q.  They  were  your  guests?  A.  They  were, 
sir. 

Q.  At  your  party?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  night?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  there  others  there?     A.  There  were. 

Q.  A  party  of  about  how  many?  A.  Eight 
all  told. 

Q.  Includes  the  defendant  Snyder,  and  Albert 
Snyder,  and  Mrs.  Fidgeon,  and  yourself,  and 
others?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anybody  else  with  the  Snyders 
that   night?     A.  Just   her   daughter,   Loraine. 

Q.  The  little  girl?     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  What  time  did  they  arrive  there  that 
night?    A.  I  would  say  about  8.15. 

Q.  Were  any  drinks  served  during  the  even- 
ing?    A.  They  were,  sir. 

Q.  Liquor?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  What  did  you  observe,  if  anything,  with 
reference  to  drinks  served  to  Mrs.  Snyder?  A. 
Why,  the  —  while  I  —  after  I  had  served  the 
first  round  of  drink,  about  a  half  an  hour  or 
39  jj  three-quarters  of  an  hour  had  passed,  someone 
at  the  party  said,  "Well,  it's  in  order  for  an- 
other drink,  Fidgeon,  isn't  it?"  So,  as  I  went 
out  to  pour  out  some  more  to  drink,  Ruth  — - 
Mrs.  Snyder  came  in  the  kitchen  and  said  that 
she  didn't  care  for  any  that  evening,  as  she 
wasn't  feeling  very  well,  but  for  me  to  give  her 
portion  to  Albert. 

Q.  You  say  they  got  there  about  8.15  that 
night?     A.  They  did,  sir. 

Q.  And  left  when?  A.  About  five  minutes  to 
two,  Sunday  morning. 


3918 


Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all. 

The  Court:     Any  cross-examination. 

Mr.  Miller:  No  cross  examination  as 
far  as  the  defendant  Gray  is  concerned. 
Of  course,  if  your  Honor  please,  this  evi- 
dence is  not  binding  on  the  defendant 
Gray. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  instruct  the 
jury  in  due  time.  The  Court  has  heard 
no  objection. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  object  to  this  testimony 
in  so  far  as  the  defendant   Gray  is  con- 
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cerned.    It  is  not  binding  on  the  defendant 
Gray. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled 
in  so  far  as  there  is  objection  to  the 
testimony  being  received,  if  that  is  what 
the  Court  is  to  interrupt  as  the  purpose 
of  counsel.  The  Court  instructs  the  jury 
that  this  testimony  is  not  to  be  considered 
as  against  the  defendant  Gray.  If  the 
Court  should  have  a  different  rule  to  lay  3920 
down,  the  Court  will  advise  the  jury  at 
the  proper  time.  At  the  present  time  they 
are  not  to  give  any  heed  to  this  testi- 
mony so  far  as  the  defendant  Gray  is 
concerned. 

Cross-Examination   by  Mr.   Wallace: 

Q.  Mr.  Fidgeon,  you  had  had  other  parties 
at  your  home  at  which  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Snyder 
were  present?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  on  the  night  in  question,  when  Lor-  ^ni 
raine  and  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Snyder  were  there,  there 
was  no  different  demeanor  than  there  had  been 
before,  had  there?  A.  Yes,  sir,  there  was.  Prior 
to  our  gathering  —  prior  to  the  other  time  they 
were  at  the  house,  which  was  Holloween,  if  I 
recall  correctly,  we  had  a  little  social  affair, 
and  at  that  time  Mrs.  Snyder  didn't  seem  to  ob- 
ject to  being  one  of  the  crowd,  that  is  to  say, 
when  a  drink  was  served  she  seemed  to  take  it 
along  with  the  others,  but  this  particular  night 
I  noticed,  but  didn't  pay  any  attention  to  it  at 
all. 


1308 
Arthur  W.  Stanford — Direct  Examination 

3922  Called  in  behalf  of  People 

Q.  They  left  in  a  pleasant  frame  of  mind?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  anything  of  a  quarrel  or 
anything  of  that   kind?     A.  Not   that   evening. 

Q.  That  evening,  I  mean?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  Holloween   evening?     A.  No,   sir. 

Mr.  Wallace:    That  is  all. 

3923  Redirect  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  When  they  left  did  you  see  how  they  went 
home?  What  means  of  transportation  they  had? 
A.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Snyder  got  in  the  front  seat 
and  drove  the  car,  and  Mrs.  Snyder  and  Lor- 
raine in  the  rear  seat. 

Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 

ARTHUR  W.  STANFORD,  residing  at  3518 
Jamaica  Avenue,  Astoria,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  People,  being  duly  sworn, 
testifies  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Stanford,  were  you  at  the  Fidgeon 
party  on  the  night  of  March  19th?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder 
and  Albert  Snyder  there?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  little  girl  Lorraine?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  get  to  the  party?  A. 
About  quarter  to  nine. 

Q.  And  what  time  did  you  leave?  A.  Five 
minutes  to  two. 
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Q.  Well,  did  the  Snyders  leave  before  you  or 
after  you  left?    A.  We  left  together. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Yes,  but  before  or  after  you?  A.  I  think 
they  went  out  the  door  first. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  But  you  both  departed  at  approximately 
the  same  time?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  notice  or  did  you  have  any 
conversation  with  Mrs.  Snyder  that  night,  with 
reference  to  drinks  that  were  served? 

Mr.  Millard:  Just  a  minute.  For  the 
sake  of  the  record,  your  Honor,  I  desire 
to  say  that  no  evidence  having  been  pre- 
sented as  to  any  conspiracy  having  existed 
between  the  two  defendants,  I  object  to 
the  introduction  of  this  evidence  on  be- 
half of  defendant  Gray,  on  the  ground  that 
it  in  no  way  binds  him.  3927 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 
The  evidence  is  admitted,  but  it  is  ad- 
mitted at  the  present  time  only  with  re- 
ference to  the  defendant  Snyder. 

A.  Yes,  they  passed  —  Mr.  Fidgeon  passed  a 
drink  and  Ruth  said  she  did  not  feel  like  drink- 
ing that  night  for  physical  reasons. 

Q.  What  did  she  say  to  do  with  the  drink?  A. 
She  asked  me  to  give  it  to  Albert. 

Q.  And  Albert  is  the  husband?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  The  man  presently  dead?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all. 

Cross-Examination  by  Mr.  Hazelton: 

Q.  Of  course,  you  do  not  know  what  her  phy- 
sical condition  was  that  night,  do  you?  A.  Well, 
from  my  medical  understanding  of  it,   yes. 

Q.  You  do  know  then  she  was  in  such  a  con- 
dition as  a  woman  is  at  times  that  she  would 
not  want  to  imbibe  in  alcohol,  don't  you?    A.  I 

3929  would  not   go   that   far  and   say  that.     I   only 
have  her  word,  that  she  told  me  that. 

Q.  Were  you  there  with  your  wife?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  known  Ruth  Snyder?  A. 
Eight  months. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  seen  her  drink  to  excess?  A. 
No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     That  is  all. 
Mr.   Newcombe:     That   is  all. 


3930 


GEORGE  V.  McLAUGHLIN,  of  No.  78  Eighth 
Avenue,  Brooklyn,  New  York,  called  as  a  wit- 
ness on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  first  been 
duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  McLaughlin,  you  were  in  March,  1927, 
Police  Commissioner  of  the  City  of  New  York, 
were  you  not?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  And  you  went  into  office  when,  Mr.  Mc- 
Laughlin?    A.  January  1,  1926. 
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Q.  And  you  have,  however,  retired  as  Police 
Commissioner  and  you  are  at  present  not  Police 
Commissioner!     A.  I  retired  on  April  12,  1927. 

Q.  Now,  on  March  20,  1927,  that  was  a  Sun- 
day, wasn't  it?    A.  It  was. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  Queens  Village  that  day?  A. 
I  did. 

Q.  To  the  residence  of  the  Snyders?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  the  number,  Mr.  McLaugh- 
lin?    A.  I   think   the   street   number   was   9327     3933 
222nd  or  223rd  Street. 

Q.  222nd,  in  Queens  Village?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  get  there?  A.  I  ar- 
rived there  approximately  at  11.30.  11.30  to 
12.00. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder 
there?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  That  was  about  11.30  Sunday  morning, 
March  20th,  did  you  say?  A.  Somewhere 
around  11.30  A.  M. 

Q.  Where    was    the    defendant    Snyder    when 
you  saw  her?     A.  She  was  lying  in  bed  in  the     3933 
room  which  I  later  learned  to  be  the  daughter's 
room. 

Q.  Did  you  go  into  the  room  where  Albert 
Snyder  lay  dead?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  that  room,  Mr. 
McLaughlin?  A.  The  room  of  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Snyder? 

Q.  Yes,  where  the  body  of  Snyder  lay.  A. 
It  was  in  a  very  upset  condition.  The  drawers 
of  the  dressers  were  pulled  out,  and  the  clothing 
was  thrown  around  the  room  —  the  contents 
of  the  drawers. 
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Q.  I  beg  your  pardon?  A.  The  contents  of 
the  drawers  had  been  thrown  around  the  room 
—  or  were  around  the  room. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  rest  of  the 
house?  Did  you  go  into  the  other  rooms?  A. 
The  only  other  room  that  I  went  into  was  the 
room  of  the  daughter. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  room  in  which  Mrs.  Sny- 
der lay  in  bed?    A.  Yes. 
3935        Q.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  her?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  her,  and  what  did  she 
say  to  you?  A.  I  asked  her  what  information 
she  could  give  us  that  would  be  of  assistance, 
and  she  said  that  all  she  remembered  was  that 
they  had  come  home  from  a  party  at  about  2 
A.  M.;  that  Mr.  Snyder  had  driven  the  daughter 
and  herself  home;  that  he  had  gone  to  the  gar- 
age to  put  the  car  away;  and  that  they  came 
upstairs;  that  she  had  retired  for  the  evening 
after  seeing  that  the  daughter  had  retired;  that 
the  —  she  don't  remember  how  much  time  had 
elapsed  from  that  particular  moment  up  to  the 
time  that  she  heard  footsteps  in  the  hallway 
of  the  second  floor;  she  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  they  were  the  footsteps  of  her  daugh- 
ter, believing  that  her  daughter  was  ill  from 
something  that  she  had  eaten  at  the  party  that 
night;  that  she  went  out  in  the  hallway  and 
had  proceeded  as  far  as  the  entrance  to  a  room 
which  was  usually  occupied  by  her  mother  when 
a  big,  rough-looking  individual  —  an  indivi- 
dual that  she  described  as  a  big,  rough-looking 
individual,  with  a  black  moustache,  seized  her 
around  the  bodv  and  threw  her  into  her  mother's 
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room;  and  that  is  all  she  remembered;  I  asked 
her  the  question  whether  she  made  any  outcry, 
and  she  said  no.  I  said  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
you  knew  that  your  husband  had  a  revolver 
under  his  pillow,  why  is  it  that  you  did  not 
make  any  outcry,  and  she  had  no  explanation 
for  it.  That  was  substantially  the  conversation 
that  we  had  that  morning,  or,  on  my  visit  there 
that  morning.  Do  you  want  me  to  go  on  from 
that  point?  3938 

Q.  How  long  were  you  with  her,  Mr.  McLaugh- 
lin? A.  I  was  there  for  I  would  say  about  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour.  There  was  one  other  thing 
that  happened  about  that  time.  I  asked  the 
detectives  whether  they  knew  whether  she  knew 
that  her  husband  was  dead,  and  they  said  no, 
they  did  not  —  as  far  as  they  knew  she  was 
not  informed.  And  I  then  advised  her  1hat  her 
husband  was  dead.  She  shed  a  few  tears  for  a 
minute  or  so  and  then  resumed  answering  ques- 
tions. And  I  have  given  you  the  substance  of 
the  answers  that  she  made  to  me  to  those  ques- 
tions. 

Q.  And  you  went  away,  Mr.  McLaughlin?  A. 
I  went  away  and  went  home  and  returned  to 
the  house  at  about  8.00  o'clock. 

Q.  Sunday  night,  March  —  A.  Sunday  night, 
the  same  day.  I  went  into  the  house  and  saw 
the  detectives  examining  the  windows  to  see  if 
they  could  find  where  any  entry  to  the  house 
had  been  forced,  and  they  stated  they  were 
unable  to  find  any.  I  was  advised  by  Inspector 
Gallagher    that    Mrs.    Snyder    had   gone    to    the 
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police  station.     I  immediately  left  and  went  to 
the  police  station. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  defendant  Snyder  there? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  talk  with  her  there?     A. 
I  did. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  that  was? 

Mr.  Millard:    "We  object  to  all  this  upon 

3941  the  same  ground,  Judge. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 
The  court,  however,  instructs  the  jury  that 
this  testimony  is  received  only  with  res- 
pect to  the  defendant  Snyder,  and  that 
they  are  not  to  consider  it  with  reference 
—  to  the  defendant  Gray. 

The  Witness:  I  asked  her  to  again  describe 
this  individual  that  she  had  stated  had  seized 
her,  and  she  gave  practically  the  same  descrip- 
oQ ._  tion,  a  big  rough  looking  individual,  apparently 
Italian,  with  a  black  mustache.  I  told  her  that 
we  were  unable  to  find  that  any  property  had 
been  taken,  and  that  therefore  we  could  find  no 
reason  to  believe  that  it  was  a  robbery  or  a 
burglary.  That  if  they  were  —  that  if  any- 
body was  after  the  money  that  was  in  the  pos- 
session of  Mr.  Snyder,  they  would  have  tackled 
him  at  the  time  when  he  was  putting  his  car 
away,  when  he  was  alone.  That  it  was  hard  for 
us  to  believe  that  —  that  it  was  a  robbery.  I 
stated  that  apparently  the  party  that  was  res- 
ponsible knew  the  layout  of  the  house,  because 
the  first  room  that  they  would  come  to  would  be 
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the  daughter's  room  at  the  head  of  the  stair- 
way, but  instead  they  proceeded  apparently  in- 
to her  room.  I  asked  her  about  the  people  who 
were  at  the  party  at  a  house  out  in  Queens.  She 
gave  the  names.  I  then  asked  her  about  her 
relations  with  her  husband,  whether  they  were 
on  good  terms,  whether  they  were  living  hap- 
pily. She  said  they  were  not,  that  he  had  not 
shown  any  affection  for  her  for  the  past  nine  or 
ten  years  and  that  they  did  have  a  considerable  3944 
number  of  disputes.  I  asked  her  whether  she 
had  remained  away  from  the  house  on  certain 
nights  and  she  said  yes.  I  asked  her  where  she 
stopped  on  those  occasions,  and  she  said  on  a 
number  of  them  she  stopped  at  the  home  of  an 
individual,  giving  the  name  Ethel  Anderson. 
I  asked  her  if  her  husband  reprimanded  her  for 
staying  out  on  these  evenings  and  she  said  at 
times  he  did.  I  then  asked  her  about  a  trip  that 
she  was  supposed  to  have  made  to  Canada.  She 
was  away  for,  it  was  stated,  about  a  week. 

Q.  And  all  this  time,  Mr.  McLaughlin,  she  was 
persisting  in  the  robbery  story?  A.  All  the  while 
she  persisted  in  the  robbery  story,  robbery  and 
burglary.  And  I  told  her  we  were  still  working 
upon  that  theory,  but  we  wanted  to  get  informa- 
tion about  all  the  individuals  that  she  was  friendly 
with  or  who  may  have  visited  the  house.  She 
stated  that  she  made  this  trip  with  a  Mr.  and  a 
Mrs.  Keogh.  The  trip  I  am  referring  to  is  the  so- 
called  Canadian  trip.  I  asked  her  who  was  in  the 
party,  and  she  said  just  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Keogh  an  1 
herself.  I  asked  her  what  hotels  she  registere  1 
at,  and  she  did  not  remember  them  all,  but  I  be- 
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lieve  she  did  remember  the  Hotel  Ten  Eyck  at 
Albany.  Of  that  I  am  not  absolutely  sure.  I 
asked  her  if  she  was  accompanied  by  any  gentle- 
man other  than  Mr.  Keogh,  and  she  said  no. 
She  did  not  know  how  she  was  registered  in  the 
hotels,  she  said,  because  she  did  not  attend  to 
the  registering. 

I  then  asked  her  for  the  occupation  of  Mr. 
Keogh,  and  she  was  unable  to  give  me  his  oceupa- 

3947  tion.  She  stated  his  business  brought  him  in  con- 
tact with  police  officials.  I  asked  her  if  he  was 
connected  with  the  New  York  Police  Department. 
She  said  no.  Well,  I  said,  "Is  he  connected  with 
the  District  Attorney's  office  or  the  United  States 
District  Attorney's  office?"  She  said  no.  I  said, 
"Has  he  anything  to  do  with  prohibition?"  She 
said  no.  My  reason  for  asking  these  questions 
was  I  was  looking  to  see  if  he  was  what  is  com- 
monly referred  to  as  a  bootlegger,  and  I  said, 
"Why  do  you  know  that  he  has  any  contact  with 
the  police?"     She  said,  "I  have  overheard  con- 

3948  versations  where  he  has  stated  that  he  had  con- 
tact with  the  police,  that  he  has  gotten  people  out 
of  trouble  for  a  money  consideration."  Those 
are  not  her  words,  but  — 

Q.  That  is  the  substance?  A.  But  that  is  sub- 
stantially whnt  she  stated.  I  wanted  to  get  the 
whereabouts  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Kehoe.  She  was 
unwilling  to  tell  me  anything  further.  I  stopped 
questioning  her  then  for  the  moment,  and  I  be- 
lieve she  wanted  to  "'o  home. 

I  told  her,  "No,"  that  we  had  to  interview  and 
question  some  other  witnesses.  I  then  qucstionel 
several  of  the  other  witnesses  who  were  at  the 


1317 
George  V.   McLaughlin — Direct   Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  3949 

party,  and  Mrs.  Snyder,  in  answer  to  my  questions 
as  to  who  this  Ethel  Anderson  was,  stated  that 
she  was  married  to  a  patrolman,  and  she  gave 
me  the  name  of  the  patrolman. 

I  then  instructed  the  Commander  of  the  Detec- 
tives at  the  precinct  to  send  for  him.  He  arrived 
after  I  had  finished  questioning  the  witnesses  thnt 
were  at  the  party  that  night,  and  I  confronted  this 
patrolman — I  will  give  you  his  name — his  name 
is  Pierson — with  Mrs.  Snyder,  and  I  asked  Mrs.  3950 
Snyder  if  he  is  the  individual  that  she  referred 
to  in  a  statement  that  she  made  to  the  effect  that 
she  was  assisting  Mrs.  Anderson  in  procuring  ani 
assembling  evidence  on  which  they  were  going  to 
— on  which  Ethel  Anderson  was  going  to  base  a 
divorce  against  Pierson. 

I  confronted  Mrs.  Snyder  with  Pierson,  and 
asked  her  if  he  was  the  same  individual  that  she 
referred  to  early  in  the  evening  in  her  statements 
about  him.    She  answered,  "Yes." 

I  said  "Then  I  will  ask  you  to  take  a  seat  out- 
side, as  I  want  to  ask  Mr.  Anderson — Mr.  Pierson 
— some  questions,  just  to  find  out  what  he  knows 
about  the  people  that  have  been  visiting  his  wife's 
house." 

Pierson,  in  answer  to  questions,  stated  to  me 
that  he  had  not  been  living — 

Mr.  Hazelton  :  One  moment.  I  object  to 
that,  may  it  please  the  Court,  unless  it  was 
in  the  presence  of  the  defendant  Snyder. 

The  Court:  I  think  the  objection  should 
be  sustained. 
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Q.  Confine  yourself  to  conversations  with  others, 
where  Mrs.  Snyder  was  present.  A.  I  will.  Mrs. 
Snyder  was  not  present  at  that  occasion.  After 
I  had  talked  with  Pierson  for  not  more  than  two 
or  three  minutes,  I  think  it  was  Lieutenant  Smith 
came  in  and  stated  that  Mrs.  Snyder  had  wanted 
to  come  back. 


3953 
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Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that  and  move 
to  have  it  stricken. 

The  Court :  Lieutenant  Smith  came  in. 
From  there  on  is  stricken  out. 

The  "Witness :    Lieutenant  Smith  came  in. 

The  Court :  Did  you  have  some  conver- 
sation with  him? 

The  Witness :  I  had  a  conversation  with 
him — 

The  Court:    Don't  state  what  it  was. 

The  Witness:  And  immediately  Mrs. 
Snyder  returned  to  the  room. 

Q.  You  sent  for  her?  A.  I  said — I  told  Lieu- 
tenant Smith  to  tell  her  to  come  in.  I  am  not  sure 
that  it  was  Lieutenant  Smith.  It  was  Lieutenant 
Smith  and  one  other  patrolman,  whose  name  for 
the  moment  I  have  forgotten.  Mrs.  Snyder  came 
in.  She  had  a  handkerchief  to  her  eyes :  she  stated 
to  me  that  she  had  not  told  the  truth,  and  that  she 
now  wanted  to  tell  the  truth. 

She  expressed  sorrow  for  keeping  us  there  all 
those  hours,  and  she  stated  that  she  could  see  that 
she  was  getting  deeper  and  deeper  in  her  answers 
to  the  questions  that  I  had  been  submitting,  an  1 
the  District  Attorneys  from  time  to  time  had  sub- 
mitted questions. 
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I  had  in  my  hand  a  slip  of  paper  on  which  there 
was  written  the  name  of  H.  J.  Gray,  37  Wayne 
Avenue,  East  Orange,  N.  J.  That  was  based  on 
the  information  which  I  had  received  from  one  of 
the  detectives.  And  that  was  handed  to  her,  and 
she  said,  "That  is  the  party,  has  he  confessed.'* 
I  then  directed  your  two  associates,  Mr.  Thornton 
and  Mr.  Gautier,  I  think  it  is,  to  come  in,  and  T 
asked  her  to  tell  the  story,  and  she  related  that 
she  was  having  difficulties  with  her  husband  over  395^ 
a  period  of  nine^or  ten  years,  that  she  had  been 
introduced  to  H.  J.  Gray  by  a  friend  in  a  restaur- 
ant in  New  York,  I  believe  it  was  Henry's  res- 
taurant. That  after  that  they  had  the  most  inti- 
mate relations,  had  stopped  at  hotels,  registered  as 
man  and  wife. 

Mr.  Millard:  I  would  like  it  noted  on 
the  record,  it  is  a  very  serious  point,  I  would 
like  to  have  it  noted  on  the  record  that  the 
defendant  Gray  objects  upon  the  ground 
that  no  conspiracy  up  to  this  time  has  been  3957 
shown  to  have  existed  between  the  defend- 
ants, and  that  any  statement  made  by  Ruth 
Snyder,  one  of  the  defendants,  is  not  bind- 
ing at  this  time  upon  Gray. 

The  Court:  This  evidence  is  admitted 
not  as  against  anyone  but  the  one  making 
it,  and  the  jury  is  so  instructed,  that  this 
conversation  of  Mrs.  Snyder  is  not  binding 
upon  any  one  other  than  the  persons  en- 
gaged in  the  conversation,  making  the  state- 
ment, or,  the  confession  if  you  wish  to  call 
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it  such.    It  is  not  to  be  used  or  to  be  con- 
sidered against  the  defendant  Gray. 

That  she  had  burdened  Gray  with  her  domestic 
troubles  and  they  had  talked  it  over  from  time  to 
time  and  decided  that  the  only  way  out  of  it  was 
to  get  rid  of  Snyder.  That  she  had  left  the  door 
open  the  night  that  she  went  to  this  party  so  as 
to  make  it  possible  for  Gray  to  get  into  the  house; 

3959  that  wnen  ^r-  Snyder,  the  daughter  and  herself 
returned  to  the  house,  and  her  daughter  and  her- 
self proceeded  upstairs,  that  she  went  by  the  room 
usually  occupied  by  her  mother  and  saw  Gray 
there  and  spoke  to  him;  that  thereafter  imme- 
diately thereafter,  she  went  into  her  own  room, 
disrobed,  and  I  believe  she  attended  to  the  retire- 
ment of  her  daughter;  that  Mr.  Snyder,  the  de- 
censed,  came  up  to  the  room,  disrobed,  and  retired. 
That  she  remained  in  the  room  for  a  period  of 
time,  leaving  the  room,  observing  when  she  left 
that  her  husband  was  fast  asleep,  as  she  expressei 

3960  it,  and  then  talked  with  Gray.  She  stated  that 
Gray  said,  "Why  not  now?"  and  he  said,  "Now 
is  as  good  as  any  other  time."  That  is  the  sub- 
stance of  it.  And  she  said,  "If  you  go,  I  will  go 
with  you."  That  Gray  entered  the  room  where 
Mr.  Snyder  was  sleeping  and  struck  him  on  the 
head  with  a  sashweight,  which  he  had  delivered 
to  her  at  a  meeting  with  her  about  two  weeks 
before  that,  in  the  same  restaurant.  I  believe 
Henry's.  That  she  remained  outside  the  room 
but  saw  Gray  strike  her  husband.  That  there- 
after, immediately  thereafter,  they  went  down- 
stairs, Gray  and  herself.     That  so  as  to  give  the 


1321 
George  V.   McLaughlin — Direct   Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  3961 

impression  that  it  was  a  burglary  or  a  robbery, 
they  decided  to  upset  the  things  in  the  house. 
They  did  that.  I  do  not  know  whether  before  or 
after  that  she  stated  Gray  had  gone  to  the  bath- 
room and  washed  his  hands,  and  there  noticed  that 
he  had  blood  stains  on  his  shirt  and  that  she 
arranged  and  got  for  him  a,  shirt  belonging  to  her 
deceased  husband,  which  he  put  on.  That  they 
both  of  them  went  downstairs  to  the  furnace ;  that 
thereafter —  30,(59 

Q.  Did  she  say  what  they  did  at  the  furnace. 
Mr.  McLaughlin?  A.  I  am  not  absolutely  sure 
of  that. 

Q.  All  right.  A.  I  want  to  be  very  careful  on 
it.  They  came  upstairs,  I  believe  had  a  drink  or 
so,  or  one  or  more  drinks. 

The  Court :  When  you  say  you  believe, 
you  mean  that  is  your  best  recollection  of 
the  statements  made  to  you  by  Mrs.  Snyder  ? 

The  Witness:  That  is  my  best  recollec- 
tion of  the  statement  made  to  me  by  Mrs. 
Snyder.  That  for  the  purpose  of  prov- 
iding further  evidence  to  show  that  it 
was  a!  burglary  or  robbery,  he  tied  her 
wrists  and  ankles;  that  he  left,  and  that  he 
had  taken  an  8:45  train  to  Syracuse. 

I  asked  her  if  she  had  a  photograph  of 
him  at  home.  She  said,  "No";  she  did  not 
have  one  at  the  house,  but  she  said  there 
.  was  one  in  a  grip  at  the  hotel,  the  Waldorf- 
Astoria. 

I  then  instructed  the — I  left  instructions 
with  the  commanding  officer  of  the  detec- 
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tives  to  telephone  to  Syracuse,  Mrs.  Gray 
having  told  me  that  Gray  stopped  at  the 
Onandaga  Hotel,  and  ask  the  police  to  take 
in  custody  a  man  answering  that  name  and 
description,  and  to  take  Mrs.  Snyder  over 
to  the  Waldorf  Astoria,  locate  this  grip 
and  get  out  that  photograph  and  any 
other  things  they  may  find  to  be  of  use. 
All  of  these  statements  that  I  have  been 

3965  relating  were  made  at  the  police  precinct  in 
,'Jamaica.  After  giving  those  instructions 
to  the  detectives,  I  left,  and  I  don't  think 
I  have  seen  Mrs.  Snyder  from  that  time 
until  this.  She  was  at  Police  Headquarters 
the  following  morning  but  I  didn't  see  her. 
I  saw  Gray. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  remember  being  in  the  office 
of  the  District  Attorney,  Queens  County,  March 
21st,  1927,  Mr.  McLaughlin?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  You  got  there  about  12:00  o'clock?     A.  I 

3966  got  there  about  midnight. 

Q.  Do  you  see  the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray 
there?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  District  Attorney's  room  at 
the  time  Gray  came  in?  A.  I  had  been  sitting 
there  with  you  and  several  others  for  half  an  hour 
or  so,  before  he  arrived. 

Q.  Well,  now,  will  you  tell  us  whether  or  not 
you  had  any  talk  with  Gray  in  the  District  Attor 
ney's  office  that  night?    A.  Yes,  I  was  introduced 
to  him,  and  we — 

Mr.    Hazleton:     Now,    one  moment.      I 
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object  upon  the  ground,  or  rather  first,  on  • 
behalf  of  the  defendant  Snyder  upon  the 
particular  ground  that  what  was  said  by 
Gray  at  that  time  was  after  the  objective 
of  the  alleged  conspiracy  was  consummated 
and  was  merely  narrative,  and  as  a  result 
is  incompetent,  irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:     Objection  is  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazleton :    Exception. 

The  Court :  The  Court  will  rule  and  does  3968 
rule  that  the  statement  or  conversation  can 
be  considered  only  as  against  the  one  mak- 
ing it,  and  the  Court  instructs  the  jury  that 
it  is  not  binding  upon  anyone  else,  and  is 
only  offered  or  permitted  in  evidence 
against  the  one  who  may  have  made  it, 
just  as  the  Court  has  instructed  you  with 
reference  to  the  other  conversations  and 
statements  of  the  other  defendant. 

Mr.  Millard:  Defendant  further  objects 
to  the  introduction  of  any  of  this  evidence 
upon  the  ground  that  it  appears  from  an 
examination  of  witnesses  heretofore  this 
morning,  that  the  statement,  if  any  was 
made  by  the  defendant  Gray,  was  made  as 
a  result  of  coercion,  threats  and  fear,  and 
was  not  and  did  not  constitute  a  voluntary 
statement  or  act  upon  his  part. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  leave  that 
issue  to  be  determined  by  the  jury  as  a 
question  of  fact.  The  Court  overrules  the 
objection  and  allows  the  statement  to  be 
offered  in  evidence  through  the  testimony 
of  the  witness.    The  jury  will  heed  the  in- 
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structions  that  the  Court  has  already  given 
to  the  jury.    Proceed. 

Q.  Will  you  try  to  recall,  Mr.  McLaughlin,  what 
was  said  to  Gray  when  he  came  into  my  office? 
A.  Why,  we  were  all  introduced,  and  one  of  the 
detectives  took  his  hat  and  coat  and  placed  it  on 
a  chair.  He  sat  down.  I  helieve  he  asked  for  a 
cigarette,  or  he  had  cigarettes,  and  asked  for  a 

3971  match,  or  he  asked  your  permission  as  to  whether 
he  could  continue  to  smoke.  There  was — he  stated 
that  he  had  given  a  statement  to  the  detectives  on 
the  way  down  from  Syracuse.  Mr.  Conroy  from 
your  office  was  present,  I  helieve.  You  said  that 
you  would  like  to  hear  first  hand,  and  asked  him 
if  he  would  he  good  enough  to  dictate  it  again. 
You  called  a  stenographer,  or  I  helieve  there  was 
one  there  at  the  time,  and  Mr.  Gray  proceeded  to 
recite  what  he  said  was  his  participation  in  tho 
commission  of  the  crime. 

3972  By  the  Court : 

Q.  Just  toll  us  what  he  said  or  thp-  substance 
of  it?  A.  He  stated — the  suhstanee  of  that  was 
that  he  had  met  Mrs.  Snyder  at  Henry's  restaur- 
ant ahout  two  years  aero,  that  he  had  heen  intro- 
duced to  her  hy  a  friend,  that  shortly  thereafter 
they  hecame  intimate,  they  visited  several  hotels, 
that  they  had  stormed  many  times  at  the  Waldorf. 
That  he  had  visited  her  home,  knew  her  mother, 
and  knew  her  daughter.  That  she  was  a  woman 
of  great  charm  and  that  she  had  gotten  control 
over  him,  and  she  had  hurdened  him  with  her 
domestic  troubles  or  told  him   of  her  domestic 
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troubles,  and  they  had  decided  to  get  rid  of  Mr. 
Snyder.  He  stated  that  he  resisted  for  some  time, 
and  he  said  that  Mrs.  Snyder  herself  had  made 
a  half  dozen  attempts  on  her  husband's  life;  one 
time  she  gave  him  some  sleeping  powder  and  left 
the  gas  turned  on.  That  he  had  bought  this  sash- 
weight,  which  he  said  he  had  used  to  strike  Mr. 
Snyder,  at  a  store  in  Kingston.  That  he  had 
bought  the  chloroform  at  a  drug  store  in  Kingston. 
That  the  wire,  which  was  found  on  Mr.  Snyder,  3974. 
he  had  taken  from  his  office.  That  he  had  turned 
this  sashweight  over  to  Mrs.  Snyder  about  two 
weeks  before  that.  That  he  had  come  out  to  Queens 
on  an  occasion  about  two  weeks  before  March  20, 
intent  upon  getting  rid  of  Mr.  Snyder.  He  de 
scribed  it  as  a  rainy  day.  That  he  walked  around 
Queens  for  an  hour  or  more  and  had  lost  his  nerve. 
That  on  this  occasion,  March  20th,  he  had  come 
down  from  Syracuse;  that  in  accordance  with  the 
arrangement  which,  he  had  made  with  her,  part  of 
which  was  through  correspondence  with  Mrs. 
Snyder,  the  door  was  open,  and  that  he  went  up  3975 
stairs  in  the  room  usually  occupied  by  her  mother; 
that  he  looked  under  the  pillow  and  found  the 
weight  there;  that  he  had  brought  along  with  him 
the  chloroform;  that  Mrs.  Snyder — he  heard  her 
come  in  the  house,  and  that  when  she  went  by  the 
room  in  which  he  was — that  is,  the  room  usually 
occupied  by  the  mother,  she  stopped  and  said  a  few 
words  to  him,  and  that  about  a  half  and  hour  or  so 
afterwards  she  came  out  and  said  that  Mr.  Snyder 
was  asleep;  that  he  took  this  sashweight,  which 
was  wrapped  in  a  newspaper,  went  to  the  room, 
struck  Mr.  Snyder;  that  the  deceased  grabbed  him 
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by  the  necktie;  that  Mrs.  Snyder  then  took  up  the 
weight  and  belabored — that  was  his  language-- 
Mr.  Snyder  with  the  window  weight ;  that  they  wen  t 
downstairs,  and  agreed  that  they  had  better  upset 
the  furniture  and  the  contents  of  the  drawers  so 
as  to  give  the  impression  that  it  was  a  burglary; 
that  when  he  had  gone  to  the  bathroom  to  wash  his 
hands  he  noticed  blood  stains  on  his  shirt,  and 
that  Mrs.  Snyder  gave  him  a  blue  shirt  belonging 

3977  to  Mr.  Snyder.  That  he  took  that  shirt  downstair?, 
and  I  believe  he  placed  it  in  the  furnace;  put  some 
coal  on  the  furnace,  came  back  upstairs;  had  sev- 
eral drinks,  and  remained  around  there  until  just 
before  daybreak,  and  then  left  at  daybreak,  and 
proceeded  to — 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  about  having  done 
anything  with  Mrs.  Snyder  before  he  left?  A. 
Before  he  left  he  had,  as  I  have  previously 
stated,  tied  her  ankles  and  her  wrists  so  as  to 
provide  more  evidence  of  a  robbery  or  bur- 
glary; that  he  proceeded  to  the  Boulevard,  got 
a  bus  there,  and  went  to  Jamaica  station,  and 
there  he  engaged  a  taxicab  and  proceeded  to 
59th  Street  and  Broadway  —  I  am  not  sure  of 
the  Broadway,  but  I  believe  it  was  Broadway  — 
but  it  was  59th  Street  anyway;  took  a  subway 
down  to  Grand  Central  Station;  had  something 
to  eat,  I  believe,  and  then  took  the  8.45  tram 
to  Syracuse. 

When  he  arrived  at  the  hotel  he  telephoned 
to  a  friend  of  his  —  I  think  his  name  is  Gray  — 
and  to  have  him  come  down  to  the  hotel;  made 
a  dinner  engagement  with  him;  told  him  that  he 
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had  gotten  into  some  difficulty  down  in  Queens, 
and  that  he  wanted  some  assistance. 

On  the  way  up  to  Syracuse  he  said  he  threw 
a  brief  case  from  the  train.  What  it  contained 
I  do  not  remember.  He  made  reference  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Snyder  had  some  insurance,  but 
I  don't  remember  what  the  details  were  that 
he  related. 

That  is  all  the  conversation  I  had  with  him 
on  that  evening.  He  was  brought  over  to  Police  3950 
Headquarters  the  following  morning,  where  I 
saw  him  for  just  a  moment,  and  I  think  he 
thanked  me  for  the  consideration  that  had  been 
shown  to  him  by  the  police,  and  I  told  him  that 
we  were  merely  performing  our  duty.  He  left, 
I  think,  to  come  to  your  office. 

Q.  Mr.  McLaughlin,  what  was  the  condition  of 
Mrs.  Snyder  at  the  time  she  made  the  statement 
to  you  at  the  station  house  in  Jamaica  or  Rich- 
mond Hill?     A.  Well,   she   had   a   handkerchief 

to  her  eves,  but  she  was  perfectlv  normal  and 

*  39S1 

composed.  t),°I 

Q.  And  what  was  the  condition  of  the  defend- 
ant Gray  at  the  time  he  made  his  statement 
which  you  have  just  narrated  in  the  District 
Attorney's  office?  A.  Why,  I  thought  he  had 
a  remarkable  memory  and  told  a  very  coherent 
story  in   a  good   straightforward   manner. 

Mr.  Newcombe:    That  is  all. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  No  questions  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.  Millard:  No  questions  on  behalf 
of  Gray. 
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PETER  M.  DALY,  of  No.  491  Seventh  Avenue, 
Long  Island  City,  New  York,  called  as  a  wit- 
ness on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  first  been 
duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  you  are  an  Assistant  District 
Attorney  in  the  office  of  the  District  Attorney 
of  Queens  County?     A.  I  am. 

3983  Q.  And  have  been  since  when?     A.  1923. 

Q.  And  were  such  on  March  31,  1927?  A.  I 
was. 

Q.  I  show  you  this  paper  and  I  ask  you  to 
look  at  the  signature  on  that  paper  and  tell 
me  whether  or  not  you  were  present  when  it 
was  signed?    A.  Yes,  sir,  I  was. 

Q.  And  by  whom  is  it  signed?  A.  By  the  de- 
fendant, Ruth  Snyder. 

Q.  Before  Ruth  M.  Snyder  signed  that  paper 
did  she  read  it?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  were  present  when  she  signed  it? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  paper  in 
evidence. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  it  pleases  the  Court, 
I  will  have  to  argue  a  little  on  my  objec- 
tion  here. 

The  Court :  Just  state  the  objection  first 
and  then  we  will  see. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  it  upon  the 
ground  that  it  is  incompetent,  irrelevant 
and  immaterial.  This  indictment  is  based 
upon  a  conspiracy.    Both  defendants  must 
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stand  or  fall  together,  and  no  confession 
is  admissible  unless  the  graveman  or  fun- 
damental of  the  indictment  is  at  first  es- 
tablished, a  conspiracy.  That  has  not 
been  established. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 
If  you  care  to  cross-examine  the  witness 
with  reference  to  the  conditions  under 
which  the  document  was  signed,  you  have 
that  privilege.  8986 

Mr.  Hazelton:     We  do  not  care  to. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  make  the  formal  ob- 
jection, of  course,  that  it  is  not  binding 
on  the  defendant  Gray,  as  we  have  here- 
tofore indicated,  your  Honor. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  instruct 
the  jury  that  a  confession,  and  this  con- 
fession, is  binding  against  the  one  making 
it,  and  that  one  only,  and  that  it  binds 
therefore  no  one  else.  It  is  offered  in 
evidence,  as  the  Court  understands  it,  only 
against  the  defendant  Snyder.  3987 

Mr.  Hazelton:  May  we  read  it  before 
it  is  marked. 

The  Court:  Certainly.  Let  it  appear 
that  the  confession  or  the  document  is 
offered  to  counsel  for  the  defendant  Sny- 
der. The  document  seems  to  be  quite 
lengthy,  and  if  you  care  to  read  it  more 
deliberately  we  can  take  our  recess,  and 
you  may  decide  your  course  after  the  re- 
cess. 

Mr.   Hazelton:     Read  it  in  court  here, 
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and  then  return  it  to  the  District  Attor- 
ney. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Before  we  recess,  so 
that  Mr.  Hazelton  may  have  all  I  am 
offering  through  this  witness. 

Q.  I  will  show  the  witness  another  paper  and 
ask  him  if  he  saw  that  signed  (handing  a  paper 
to  the  witness)  ?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  by  whom  was  that  signed?  A.  By 
3989    the  defendant  Ruth  M.  Snyder. 

Q.  In  your  presence?     A.  In  my  presence. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  in  evi- 
dence. 

Mr.  Hazelton:    The  same  objection. 

The  Court:  This  document  will  take  the 
same  course.  The  Court  will  understand 
the  same  objections  have  been  raised  with 
reference  to  the  document;  the  objections 
will  be  overruled.  The  record  will  so  show 
and  the  ruling  of  the  Court  with  reference 
to  the  first  document  will  apply  to  the 
second. 

(Addressing  the  jury)  Gentlemen  of 
the  Jury:  We  are  about  to  take  a  recess. 
It  is  the  instruction  of  the  Court  that  you 
shall  not  converse  about  this  case  amongst 
yourselves  nor  suffer  anyone  to  converse 
with  you  about  it;  that  you  will  not  read 
any  newspaper  account  of  it,  that  you  will 
keep  your  minds  open  until  the  case  is 
finally  submitted  to  you  for  your  con- 
sideration.    The    defendants   will    retire. 

Mr.  Miller:     If  I  may  ask  your  Honor, 
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on  behalf  of  the  District  Attorney,  to  let 
us  read  the  Gray  confession  at  this  time. 

The  Court:  You  may  both  read  it  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  He  refers  to  a  paper 
we  have  not  offered. 

Mr.  Millard:  No,  we  are  referring  to 
this. 

The    Court:     If   you   gentlemen    agree, 
there    is   no    obstacle    in    the   way.      The     3992 
Court    takes    a   recess    until    two    o'clock 
P.  M. 

(Recess  until   2.00   o'clock  P.  M.) 

AFTER  RECESS.     2.00  P.  M. 

PETER  M.  DALY,  a  witness  called  on  behalf 
of  the  People,  resumes  the  stand  for  further 
direct  examination : 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  have  made  my  offer, 
your  Honor. 

The  Court:  The  Court  is  open  to  hear 
the  objections. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  have  already  made  my 
objections,  if  it  pleases  the  Court. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  Gray,  we  object  to 
the  introduction  of  this  statement  in  evi- 
dence, as  not  binding  upon  the  defendant 
Gray  in  any  manner  whatevre. 

The  Court:  The  objections  are  over- 
ruled. 

Mr.  Miller:  And,  if  your  Honor  please, 
may  I  state  further  that  this  statement 
purports  — 
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The  Court:  We  will  not  discuss  the 
statement. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  just  want  to  enter  it  on 
the  record  formally. 

The  Court:  It  is  only  sufficient,  for 
the  purposes  of  the  objection,  to  state 
your  grounds. 

Mr.  Millard:     There  is  something  fur- 
ther we  want  to  have  on  the  record,  that 
3995  this   statement  was  made   after  the   con- 

summation of  the  alleged  conspiracy,  and 
therefore,  is  incompetent,  no  conspiracy 
having  been  proven  at  this  time. 

The  Court:  The  Court  rules  that  the 
document  is  received  in  evidence  against 
the  one  making  it  and  the  jury  are  in- 
structed that  until  the  Court  may  other- 
wise instruct  the  jury  that  it  is  binding 
on  no  one  else;  and  it  is  received  in  evi- 
dence only  as  against  the  one  making  it. 
The  document  will  be  marked  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Miller:     "We  respectfully  except. 

(The  same  were  received  in  evidence 
and  marked,  respectively,  People's  Ex- 
hibits Nos.  62  and  63  of  this  date.) 

The  Court:  Distinguish  between  them 
for  the  purpose  of  the  record. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  62  is  the  main  confes- 
sion, and  63  is  the  one-page  sheet. 

May  I  read  these,  your  Honor? 

The  Court:    Yes. 

(Mr.  Newcombe  reads  People's  Exhibit 
No.  62  of  this  date,  as  follows:) 
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"PEOPLE  vs.  RUTH  MAY  SNYDER 

Statement  made  at  the  office  of  the  District 
Attorney  on  March  21,  1927. 

My  name  is  Ruth  May  Snyder,  and  I  want  to 
make  a  full  and  truthful  statement  about  the 
death  of  my  husband  Albert  Snyder,  and  I  un- 
derstand that  anything  I  may  say  may  be  used 
against  me.  I  reside  at  9327  222nd  Street,  Queens 
Village  and  I  will  be  32  years  of  age  on  Sunday, 
March  27th,  1927.  I  was  born  at  Morningside  3998 
Avenue  and  125th  Street,  New  York  City.  My 
father's  name  was  Harry  Brown  and  my  mother's 
name  Josephine  Brown.  My  mother  was  born 
in  Sweden  and  my  father  in  Norway.  I  am  a 
graduate  of  a  Public  School  and  of  Wadleigh 
High  School,  New  York  City,  and  after  my 
graduation  I  worked  for  the  Telephone  Com- 
pany for  a  year  and  a  half  and  then  took  a 
secretarial  course  in  Bird's  Business  School. 
The  last  permanent  position  I  had,  before  I  was 
married  was  with  M.  Russling  Wood  Co.,  Beaver 
Street,  New  York  City,  where  I  was  employed 
as  a  stenographer.  I  met  my  husband  Albert 
Snyder  while  I  was  employed  with  the  Cos- 
mopolitan Magazine,  which  was  the  position  I 
held  before  the  one  with  M.  Russling  Wood.  I 
was  about  19  when  I  first  met  him  and  he  was 
32  then  and  was  working  for  a  Motor  Magazine 
as  an  artist.  I  was  married  on  July  24th,  1915 
in  the  Bronx  by  a  minister  whose  name  I  remem- 
ber as  Pastor  Young.  We  first  lived  651  51st 
Street,  Brooklyn,  for  about  three  years  and 
here's  where  I  was  living  when  my  daughter 
Lorraine   was   born   on   November   15,    1917.      I 
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then  moved  to  1120  Woodycrest  Avenue,  Bronx, 
where  I  lived  for  about  a  year  and  then  we  moved 
to  31  Cantonbury  Road,  Jamaica,  where  we  lived 
for  about  three  years.  We  then  moved  to  my 
present  address  and  purchased  the  house  in 
which  we  live,  in  the  name  of  myself  and  my 
husband,  for  $11,500,  with  a  $4,000  mortgage. 
I  began  having  difficulty  with  my  husband  al- 
most immediately  after  our  marriage.  I  was 
apparently  too  giddy  and  young  for  his  years, 
4001  while  he  was  only  33  at  the  time  he  was  like  a 
man  of  50  to  me.  He  was  not  companionable 
to  me  at  all.  He  took  care  of  me  and  my  daugh- 
ter all  right  from  a  financial  standpoint.  We 
quarrelel  quite  frequently  about  accounting  for 
the  money  which  he  gave  me.  He  had  a  position 
which  he  was  holding  on  Saturday  for  about 
15  3Tears  and  earned  about  $115  a  week  in  addi- 
tion to  some  sketching  he  did  occasionally.  He 
maintained  a  Buick,  7  passenger  car  for  us  and 
clothed  myself  and  daughter  well.  He  never 
took  me  out  and  that  is  why  I  had  to  seek  the 
company  of  others.  I  had  girl  friends  and  about 
two  years  ago  I  met  Henry  Judd  Gray  in  the 
office  of  the  Bien  Jole  Corset  Company  at  34th 
Street  and  5th  Avenue.  I  was  introduced  to 
him  by  Mr.  Folsom,  whom  I  knew  was  connected 
with  the  stocking  business  and  I  met  Mr.  Gray 
quite  frequently.  He  was  employed  by  the 
Bien  Jole  Corset  Company  as  a  salesman  and 
traveled  quite  a  little.  I  think  he  had  the  terri- 
tory of  the  best  part  of  Pennsylvania  and  parts 
of  New  York,  Utica,  Buffalo  and  Syracuse.  When 
he  would  make  a  trip  he  would  correspond  with 
me  and  I  would  correspond  with  him.    Of  course 
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my  husband  knew  nothing  of  my  relations  with 
Mr.  Gray.  Mr.  Gray  is  a  slight  built  man  about 
135  or  140  pounds  fair  complexion,  brown  curly 
hair,  clean  shaven,  wear  glasses  with  the  brims 
over  the  ears.  He  is  American  born.  He  lives 
at  37  Wayne  Avenue,  East  Orange,  N.  J.  and 
he  is  married  and  has  a  daughter  of  about  10 
or  11.  I  had  sexual  intercourse  with  him  on  a 
number  of  occasions.  We  got  a  room  as  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Henry  Judd  Gray,  The  first  time  that  I 
occupied  a  room  with  him  as  Mrs.  Gray,  was  at  4004 
the  Imperial  Hotel  in  New  York  City,  which  was 
sometime  during  the  month  of  July,  1925.  We 
went  to  the  Imperial  a  few  times,  we  did  not 
like  that  so  then  went  to  the  Waldorf  Astoria. 
The  first  time  we  were  at  the  Waldorf  Astoria, 
was  during  the  month  of  September,  1925,  and 
from  that  time  on,  on  numerous  occasions  Mr. 
Gray  got  a  room  at  the  Waldorf  Astoria.  We 
always  registered  under  the  name  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Gray.  He  has  been  to  my  home  at  Queens 
Village  a  number  of  times.  My  mother  lives 
with  me  at  Queens  Village  and  my  daughter 
and  my  mother  both  knew  Mr.  Gray.  Whenever 
we  registered  at  the  hotel,  I  had  a  tan  suit  case 
which  I  have  seen  at  the  District  Attorney's 
office  today.  He  came  to  my  house  when  my 
husband  would  be  away. 

I  was  constantly  beina:  belittled  by  my  husband. 
My  husband  and  I  had  quarreled  frequently  anl 
things  became  worse  since  we  moved  to  Queens 
Village.  He  was  constantly  picking  and  nagging 
at  me  and  I  had  gotten  at  that  stage  where  I 
would  take  any  means  to  get  out  of  it  all.  I  con1! 
not  divorce  him.    Mr.  Gray  was  the  only  one  who 
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would  listen  to  my  troubles.  During  the  time  that 
I  have  known.  Mr.  Gray  I  have  told  him  more  and 
more  of  the  trouble  with  my  husband.  Things 
became  unbearable  and  I  was  looking  for  a  way 
out  and  in  talking  with  Mr.  Gray  a  method  was 
proposed,  whereby  we  were  talking  about  getting 
rid  of  him  and  finally  things  came  to  a  climax, 
about  two  or  three  weeks  ago  when  I  had  another 
argument  with  my  husband  when  my  husband  said 
he  was  going  to  blow  my  brains  out  and  I  wrote 

4007  this  to  Mr.  Gray.  I  wrote  back  to  Mr.  Gray  after 
he  had  asked  me  in  the  letter  whether  I  thought 
my  husband  would  do  it  or  not,  that  I  certainly 
thought  he  would  do  anything  in  a  fit  of  temper 
because  he  had  an  awful  temper.  Then  Mr.  Gray 
wrote  back  to  me  in  a  code  which  only  we  two 
understand,  that  it  was  better  for  Mr.  Gray  and 
T  to  jret  him  (my  husband)  before  he  got  me.  "We 
discussed  various  ways  of  getting  rid  of  my  hus- 
band. We  had  talked  about  chloroform  but  Mr. 
Gray  said  he  didn't  know  if  that  would  be  suffi- 
cient alone  and  I  met  him  on  March  5,  1927,  and 

4008  he  told  me  to  take  home  a  window  weight  in  case 
we  were  going  to  do  anything  that  was  the  way 
we  were  ffoinjr  to  do  it.  I  took  home  this  window 
weight  which  I  have  seen  at  the  District  Attor- 
ney's of^eo  today,  attached  to  which  is  a  tag,  on 
which  tasr  T  have  signed  my  name.  Since  the  5th 
of  March,  Mr.  Gray  came  to  my  house  one  evening. 
I  am  not  clear  on  the  dates  and  I  don't  remember 
exact.lv  but  it.  was  on  a  Monday  night  at  about  11 
o'clock.  I  think  it  was  hailing.  He  came  to  Queens 
ViHasre  after  he  had  criven  me  this  window  weight 
and  he  came  out  with  the  purpose  of  getting  rid 
of  my  husband.     It  was  understood  between  Mr. 
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Gray  and  myself  on  that  night  that  he  was  to  hit 
my  husband  on  the  head  with  this  window  weight 
and  stun  him  after  he  had  gotten  to  sleep  and  then 
administer  chloroform  to  him,  but  Mr.  Gray  and 
I  both  got  cold  feet  that  night  and  the  two  of  us 
cried  like  babies  and  I  said  to  him,  go  on  home, 
your  not  going  to  do  it.  Mr.  Gray  went  home. 
The  next  day  I  got  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gray  from 
Buffalo,  saying  he  was  glad  I  sent  him  home.  On 
Saturday,  March  the  12th,  1927,  I  had  a  quarrel 
with  my  husband  in  which  he  told  me  that  I  could  49 10 
either  get  to  Hell  out  or  he  would  blow  my  brains 
our  and  T  wrote  this  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Gray.  Mr. 
Gray  then  wrote  back  and  asked  me  if  I  thought 
he  would  do  it  and  I  said  he  would  do  anything 
in  a  fit  of  temper.  Mr.  Gray  wrote  a  letter  t  j  me 
stating  that  we  were  going  to  deliver  goods  Sat- 
urday, which  I  knew  from  my  understanding  with 
Mr.  Gray  to  mean  that  we  were  going  to  do  ihe 
job  of  getting  rid  of  my  husband  on  Saturday, 
March  the  19th.  I  received  this  letter  sometime 
during  the  week  of  March  the  14th,  probably  3  or 
4  days  before  the  19th,  exactly  when  I  don't  re-  ^011 
member  and  I  received  another  letter  on  Saturday 
morning,  March  the  19th,  which  was  a  very  for- 
mal letter  from  Mr.  Gray,  stating  that  he  would 
be  at  my  house  on  Saturday,  March  the  19th,  about 
11 :30  p.  m.  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  my 
husband,  by  going  thru  with  what  we  had  plan- 
ned, on  Saturday,  March  19th.  Myself  and  my 
husband  and  daughter  went  to  a  friend's  house, 
named  Fidgeon.  I  made  it  my  business  to  s^e 
that  the  cellar  door  and  the  kitchen  door  would  be 
unlocked.  At  the  party  at  Fidgeon 's  I  was  care- 
ful so  that  I  wouldn't  drink  too  much  intoxicating 
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liquor  and  on  one  occasion  suggested  that  they 
give  my  drink  to  my  husband.  "We  had  been  drink- 
ing ginger  ale  highballs  at  Fidgeon's.  My  hus- 
band and  daughter  and  I  arrived  home  about  2 
A.  M.  on  Sunday  morning  the  20th.  My  husband 
left  my  daughter  and  I  out  on  the  sidewalk.  We 
entered  by  the  front  door.  As  you  enter  our  house 
thru  the  front  door  you  enter  into  a  foyer.  On 
one  side  of  the  building  on  the  first  floor  is  a  living 
room  and  sun-parlor,   on  the   other  side  of  the 

4013  foyer  is  a  dining  room  and  kitchen  and  the  stair- 
way leading  upstairs  brings  you  into  a  hall.  The 
bathroom  is  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  build- 
ing in  the  rear  and  the  baby's  room  is  in  the  south- 
west corner.  Mother's  room  faces  west  and  my 
room  runs  the  whole  length  of  the  building  facing 
north,  east  and  west.  I  took  the  baby  to  her  room 
and  she  undressed  and  I  put  her  to  bed.  Before 
this  as  I  was  passing  to  the  baby's  room  I  snw 
Mr.  Gray  in  my  mother's  room  and  I  said,  "I'll 
see  you  in  a  little  while."  My  mother  was  not 
home  since  Tuesday,  March  15th,  and  Mr.  Grav 

4014  knew  this  before  he  came  to  the  house  and  we  had 
arranged  in  our  correspondence  that  he  was  to  go 
into  my  mother's  room  and  wait  for  me  there. 
After  putting  the  baby  to  bed  I  went  into  my  own 
room  in  which  we  have  twin  beds  and  I  got  un- 
dressed and  went  to  bed.  After  I  had  been  in 
bed  for  about  ten  minutes  my  husband  got  un- 
dressed and  went  to  bed.  After  about  a  half  hour, 
when  I  was  sure  he  was  asleep  I  got  up  and  went 
into  my  mother's  room  and  told  Mr.  Gray  my  hus- 
band was  asleep.  When  I  went  into  my  mother's 
room  Mr.  Gray  had  the  window  weight  which  T 
had   shown  in  the  District  Attorney's  office.     I 
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had  brought  the  window  weight  up  from  the  cellar 
that  afternoon  of  March  19th,  1927,  to  have  it 
all  ready  for  Mr.  Gray.  These  details  were  all 
arranged  during  the  week  in  the  correspondence 
between  myself  and  Mr.  Gray.  We  had  arranged 
iu  the  correspondence  also  for  Mr.  Gray  to  get 
a  bottle  of  chloroform  and  when  we  went  into 
my  mother's  room  he  had  the  bottle  of 
chloroform.  He  had  a  regular  8  oz. 
medicine  bottle  with  1  and  a  half  ounces  of 
chloform  in  it.  He  also  had  a  piece  of  cheese  4016 
cloth  and  cotton  waste  with  him.  In  addition  to 
that  he  had  a  blue  cotton  handkerchief  and  he 
put  the  waste  in  the  cotton  handkerchief  and 
then  poured  the  chloroform  on  the  waste  and  cot- 
ton handkerchief.  The  original  paper  that  was 
on  the  weight  when  I  first  received  it  from  Mr. 
Gray  was  on  it  Saturday  night.  I  left  a  quart 
of  liquor  for  him  on  Saturday  night  and  he  had 
drank  the  greater  part  of  it.  I  told  him  it  was 
cither  my  husband  going  or  my  going  and  after 
we  had  all  the  details  arranged  he  kissed  me 
and  walked  into  my  husband's  room.  There  were  4017 
no  lights  in  the  house.  He  walked  from  me 
where  I  was  standing  in  my  mother's  bedroom 
into  my  own  bedroom  and  I  followed  him  into 
the  hall.  I  stood  in  the  hall  between  my  moth- 
er's door  and  our  door  and  my  mother's  door  is 
only  three  feet  from  my  room  and  my  husband's 
bed  is  at  the  door.  In  the  darkness  I  could  see 
Mr.  Gray  raise  his  arm,  holding  what  I  be- 
lieved to  be  the  weight  in  his  hand  and  in  the 
darkness  the  white  paper  around  the  weight 
stood  out.  I  saw  this  weight  in  Mr.  Gray's  hand 
start   to  travel   and   immediately  heard   a  thud 
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and  my  husband  groaned  twice  after  I  heard 
the  thud.  I  saw  Mr.  Gray  tie  my  husband's 
hands  behind  his  back  I  was  able  to  see  in  the 
dark  because  there  is  a  street  arc  light  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  street  from  our  house  which 
at  all  times  during  the  night  lights  up  my  room 
so  that  you  can  see  objects  in  it. 

When  Mr.  Gray  struck  my  husband  he  was 
lying  on  his  left  side.  We  tied  his  hands  be- 
hind  his   back   and   put   the   blue   handkerchief 

4019  and  the  waste  with  the  chloroform  on  it  on  the 
pillow  and  then  turned  my  husband  face  down 
on  the  pillow  so  that  the  waste  and  blue  hand- 
kerchief with  the  chloroform  on  it,  would  cover 
his  nose  and  mouth.  He  then  covered  his  head 
with  the  blankets  to  make  sure  of  suffocation, 
he  then  tied  his  feet.  I'm  quite  sure  that  Mr. 
Gray  then  came  out  of  the  room  and  said  to 
me  "I  guess  that's  it.  He  and  I  then  went  down- 
stairs. Before  he  went  downstairs  he  took  off  a 
pair  of  rubber  gloves  which  he  had  purchased 
to  use  to  avoid  any  fingerprints  and  he  washed 

4020  hjs  hands  in  the  bath-room.  While  in  the  bath- 
room he  discovered  that  he  had  quite  a  few 
blood  stains  on  his  shirt  and  I  went  back  to  my 
husband's  room  and  took  one  of  my  husband's 
new  blue  shirts,  it  had  a  silk  stripe  in  it  and 
he  changed  it  in  my  mother's  room.  We  then 
went  downstairs  and  took  the  weight  and  the 
shirt  and  the  blood  stained  paper  down  to  the 
cellar  and  burned  the  shirt  and  the  paper  with 
the  bloodstains  on  it,  in  the  furnace.  We  then 
put  the  window  weight,  sprinkled  with  ashes 
into  the  tool  box  and  then  we  came  upstairs  to 
the  living  room  and  sat  there.     While  we  were 
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sitting  there  he  thought  of  binding  his  neck 
with  the  wire  to  make  sure  of  everything.  He 
took  this  piece  of  wire  from  his  pocket.  He  had 
two  pieces  of  wire  when  he  came  in,  one  was  in- 
tended, I  think,  for  the  hands  and  the  other  for 
the  feet,  in  the  shuffe  one  piece  of  wire  had  got- 
ten lost,  so  he  took  the  piece  that  he  had  left 
and  went  upstairs  and  I  went  with  him,  and 
he  put  it  around  his  throat  to  make  sure  of 
everything.  He  tightened  it  up  with  his  fingers. 
While  Mr.  Gray  and  I  were  in  my  mother's  room  4022 
before  he  went  into  my  husband's  room,  we  had 
planned  that  in  order  to  avoid  detection,  to  up- 
set the  house  and  throw  the  stuff  in  the  house 
around,  so  that  it  would  look  like  a  burglary  or 
robbery  and  we  had  planned  that  I  was  to  tell 
the  police  that  it  was  a  robbery.  After  we  had 
disposed  of  the  shirt  and  the  paper  around  the 
weight,  we  then  went  back  upstairs  and  emptied 
out  all  the  drawers  in  all  the  rooms  except  my 
daughter's  room.  After  upsetting  everything 
upstairs  we  then  came  downstairs  and  upset 
everything  and  then  I  took  the  wallet  out  of  my 
husband's  pocket,  which  I  have  been  shown  at 
the  District  Attorney's  office  and  which  T  have 
marked  with  the  initials  B.M.B.  on  his  identifica- 
tion card.  I  gave  Mr.  Gray  the  contents  of  this 
wallet.  I  didn't  count  how  much  it  was.  "We  sat 
in  the  living  room  and  waited  until  almost  day- 
break at  which  time  he  left  and  took  a  train  for 
Syracuse.  Before  he  left  he  tied  my  feet  and 
my  hands  and  I  laid  down  on  my  mother's  bed, 
where  I  remained  until  about  3  o'clock  when  I 
rolled  out  of  the  bed  and  crawled  to  my  daugh- 
ter's door  and  awoke  her  and  told  her  to  get 
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Mrs.  Mulhauser.  Mrs.  Mulhauser  came  over 
first  then  the  baby  called  Mr.  Mulhauser  and 
he  came  over  and  the  police  were  notified  for 
the  second  time.  I  told  Mrs.  Mulhauser  and  the 
police  that  I  was  attacked  by  a  man  coming  out 
of  my  mother's  room  and  fainted  with  fright. 
This  was  not  the  truth.  I  was  asked  about  an 
Italian  newspaper;  That  was  part  of  the  plan 
so  as  to  make  it  appear  that  they  were  Italians 
who  had  come  in  and  killed  my  husband  and  had 

4025  bound  and  gagged  me.  The  pistol  that  was 
found  on  the  floor  belonged  to  my  husband.  It 
was  put  there  by  us  as  part  of  our  plan  to  make 
it  appear  more  like  a  robbery.  I  was  in  love 
with  Mr.  Gray  and  Mr.  Gray  loved  me,  and  if 
my  husband  hadn't  said  that  he  would  take  my 
life  we  would  not  have  thought  of  taking  his 
life.  But  after  talking  it  over  a  number  of  times 
with  Mr.  Gray  we  decided  that  the  only  way  out 
of  our  difficulties  was  to  take  his  life. 

I  make  this  statement  of  my  own  free  will, 
without  any  fear  or  threat  or  promise,  and  know- 

4026  ing  that  anything  I  may  say  may  be  used  against 
me. 

March  21,  1927. 

RUTH  M.  SNYDER." 

Mr.  Newcombe:  The  other  exhibit  en- 
titled "supplemental  statement  of  Ruth 
Snyder  taken  at  the  office  of  the  District 
Attorney,  Queens  County,  on  March  21st, 
1927.  Peter  M.  Daly,  Assistant  District 
Attorney. 

"I  have  been  shown  three  letters  at  the 
District  Attorney's   office   tonight,   March 
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21st,  1927,  after  I  had  signed  a  written 
statement,  addressed  to  J.  Gray,  Madison 
Avenue  and  Spruce  Street,  Queens  Village. 
These  three  letters  are  for  me.  That  is 
the  way  Mr.  Gray  addressed  them  to  me, 
and  I  always  told  the  postman  to  deliver 
to  me  personally  any  letters  so  addressed 
to  me.  The  first  letter  comes  from  the 
Seneca  Hotel,  Rochester,  March  18th,  1927, 
marked  11.00  P.  M.  The  second  one  is  a 
birthday  card  from  Syracuse,  March  19th,  4028 
3.30  P.  M.,  1927.  The  third  letter  is  from 
Syracuse,  March  19th,  8.30  P.  M.,  1927. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  he  undoubtedly 
wrote  the  last  letter  and  gave  it  to  some- 
body earlier  than  the  time  mentioned  on 
the  postmark,  and  in  the  letter  itself,  to 
be  held  and  mailed  at  a  later  time  after 
he  had  left  Syracuse,  as  part  of  the  plan 
to  cover  up  his  movements  on  Saturday 
night. 

This  is  the  only  way  I  can  reconcile  it 
with  what  I  have  already  stated.  4029 

Th^re  is  no  code  in  any  of  these  letter, 
and  it  was  agreed  that  we  were  only  to 
have  very  formal  letters  in  case  they  did 
fall  into  somebody  else's  hands,  after  we 
had  planned  to  take  my  husband's  life. 

(Signed)    RUTH  M.  SNYDER." 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  in  evidence  the 
sash  weight  mentioned  in  the  confession 
and  identified  by  the  signature  of  Ruth 
M.  Snyder. 

The  Court:     This  is  presently  marked 
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as  People's  Exhibit  3  for  identification. 

Mr.  Miller:  On  behalf  of  the  defendant 
Gray,  I  object  to  the  introduction  of  this 
exhibit  in  evidence  as  far  as  the  defend- 
ant Gray  is  concerned,  in  as  much  as  there 
is  no  connection  whatsoever  between  this 
sash  weight  and  the  defendant  Gray,  and 
it  is  incompetent  and  irrelevant  and  im- 
material as  far  as  the  defendant  Gray  is 

4031  concerned. 

The  Court:  The  objection  will  be  over- 
ruled. The  Court  again  repeats  the  rule 
the  Court  has  heretofore  given  the  jury, 
that  this  exhibit,  for  the  time  being,  is 
only  received  in  evidence  as  against  the 
one  who  has  identified  it. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  respectfully  except  to 
your  Honor's  ruling. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  3,  of  this 
date.) 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  in  evidence  the 
bill  case  or  wallet  described  in  the  con- 
fession, belonging  to  Albert  Snyder,  and 
which  confession  states  she  identifies  it 
by  the  initial  "R.  M.  S." 

Mr.  Miller:  I  object  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  exhibit  in  evidence,  on  the 
same  ground  heretofore   stated. 

The  Court:  The  Court  rules  as  the 
Court  already  has  ruled  with  reference  to 
the  sash  weight  and  with  reference  to 
the  confession,  and  instructs  the  jury 
that  it  is  received  in  evidence  as  against 
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the  defendant  Snyder  only  at  the  present 
time  and  is  only  offered  in  evidence  as 
against   the    defendant    Snyder. 

Mr.    Miller:     I   respectfully    except    on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  Gray. 

Mr.  Wallace:  The  only  objection  I  have 
here  —  I  don't  recall  anywhere  in  the 
testimony  that  there  has  been  any  evidence 
— perhaps  there  has  been  —  that  anyone 
saw  them  mark  that  tag  —  saw  Mrs.  Sny-  4034 
der  mark  the  tag  in  her  own  handwriting. 

The  Court:  That  point  is  now  made 
and  had  not  been  made  when  the  Court 
had  previously  ruled.  The  custody  of 
the  sash  weight  has  not  been  established 
since  the  time,  nor  has  it  been  shown  that 
the  mark  upon  the  sash  weight  is  the 
mark  put  there  by  the  defendant  Snyder 
and  that  the  sash  weight  to  which  it  was 
attached  is  the  same  sash  weight.  I  think 
the  custody  of  the  sash  weight  from  the 
time  it  was  identified  and  markd  by  the  4035 
defendant  Snyder  should  be  established. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  did  you  see  Mrs.  —  I  withdraw 
the  question.  I  ask  you  to  look  at  this  tag  and 
state  whether  or  not  you  were  present  when 
the  words  "Ruth  M.  Snyder,"  were  written  on 
it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Who  signed  the  name  "Ruth  M.  Snyder," 
on  that  tag?  A.  The  defendant  Ruth  M.  Snyder 
signed  her  name  on  one  side  of  this  tag.  It  was 
then  attached  to  the  sash  weight  and  sealed  with 
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sealing  wax  —  the  ribbon  was,  to  the  sash- 
weight. 

Q.  Is  that  sealing  wax  still  there,  Mr.  Daly? 
A.  (Examining)  I  can't  notice  the  wax  on  it 
here  now,  on  the  tag,  but  it  was  put  on  there 
at  that  time. 

Q.  Who  took  the  sash  weight  after  Mrs.  Sny- 
der identified  it  by  her  signature  on  the  tag? 
A.  Well,  I  held  the  sash  weight  in  my  possession 

4037  until  Henry  Judd  Gray  came  to  the  District 
Attorney's  office,  and  then,  on  the  same  tag, 
Henry  Judd  Gray  signed  his  name.  And  then 
I  turned  the  sash  weight  over  — 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  I  ob- 
ject to  any  remarks  or  references  by  Mr. 
Daly  to  the  sash  weight  as  regards  the 
defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray.  No  evidence 
has  as  yet  been  adduced  here  to  show 
that  Henry  Judd  Gray  had  any  connec- 
tion whatever  with  this  sash  weight;  and 
^038  ft  js  not  responsive  to  the  question. 

The  Court:  The  Court  rules  as  the 
Court  has  already  ruled,  overruling  this 
objection.  You  may  take  your  exception, 
but  the  Court  renews  the  instruction  given 
to  the  jury  heretofore,  without  repeating 
it. 

The  jury  will  bear  it  in  mind.  It  is 
only  received  in  evidence  at  the  present 
time  as  against  the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  may 
I   state   this,   that   Mr.   Daly   stated   that 
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Gray  signed  it,  and  I  think  that  answer 
should  be  stricken  out. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  presently 
order  that   answer   stricken  out. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  in  your  possession  at  the 
time  Mrs.  Snyder  signed  the  tag?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And    remained    in    your    possession    until 
Gray  signed  the  tag,  is  that  correct? 

4040 

Mr.  Millard:  I  object  to  that  question, 
nothing  to  indicate  Gray  ever  signed  it. 

The  Court:  Objection  sustained.  The 
Court  will  suggest  you  go  to  the  end  of 
the  table.  I  think  it  will  be  better.  The 
Court  a  moment  ago  ordered  that  there 
be  stricken  from  the  record  the  testimony 
with  reference  to  the  signature  of  the  de- 
fendant Gray  on  the  tag  attached  to  the 
sashweight.  The  Court  now  instructs  the 
jurors  to  disregard  that  testimony  which 
the   Court  has   stricken  from  the  record.     4U41 

Mr.  Wallace:  To  save  some  time,  I 
notice  that  District  Attorney  Newcombe 
asked  a  question  as  to  the  history  of  the 
sashweight  subsequent  to  leaving  Senator 
Daly's  hands.  My  opinion  is  that  all  that 
testimony  is  objectionable  until  we  have 
some  proof  that  that  is  the  same  sash- 
weight. In  other  words,  tracing  it  from 
the  beginning  instead  of  from  thereon. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  consider 
the  point  raised  by  counsel  and  suggest 
that  the  District  Attorney  do  now  proceed. 
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Q.  Mr.  Daly,  after  the  tag  was  signed  by  Mrs. 
Snyder,  what  did  you  do  with  the  sashweight 
A.  I  kept  the  sashweight  in  my  possession  until 
about  four  o'clock  A.  M.;  March  22nd,  at  which 
time  I  turned  it  over  — 

The   Court:     You  are  asked  what   you 
did  with  it. 


4043 


A.  (continuing)  At  that  time  I  turned  the 
sashweight   ovei. 

Q.  To  whom?  A.  Detective  Hahner  and  De- 
tective Kraus  of  the  58th  Precinct. 

The  Court:  Will  you  withdraw  this 
witness  and  put  them  on  the  stand  now. 

Mr.  Xewcombe:  Xot  at  this  time,  your 
Honor.  I  will  go  ahead  with  the  other 
confession. 

Mr.  Wallace:    If  the  court  please,  is  this 
only  temporary,  until  it  is  connected  I 
4U44  fpjjg  Court-     I  understand  now  the  Dis- 

trict Attorney  has  completed  this  phase 
of  the  case,  as  far  as  this  witness  is  con- 
cerned. This  witness  is  offered  now  for 
cross  examination.  The  counsel  for  the 
defendant   Snyder  may  cross   examine. 

Mr.  Wallace:  Your  Honor,  as  I  under- 
stand, the  question  of  tracing  the  sash- 
weight was  objected  to  on  the  ground  it 
was  not  properly  identified  as  the  same 
sashweight. 

The   Court:     Yes,    and   they   offer   this    *- 
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witness,  and  you  may  cross  examine  this 
witness. 

Cross   Examination 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Daly,  can  you  recall  the  first 
time  that  you  met  the  defendant  Ruth  Snyder, 
for  the  purpose  of  questioning  her  concerning 
this  case,  the  very  first  time  that  you  ever  met 
her  for  that  purpose?  A.  I  didn't  question  Mrs.  4046 
Snyder.  The  first  time  I  met  her  was  about 
eight-thirty  on  the  morning  of  March  21st. 

Q.  That   was  the  Monday!     A.  Monday. 

Q.  Had  you  received  any  information  con- 
cerning this  case  prior  to  the  time  that  you  met 
her  on  Monday  morning?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  done  any  investigating  or  had 
anything  to  do  with  it  as  an  Assistant  District 
Attorney  up  to  that  time?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  any  information  been  brought  to  you 
concerning  whatever  questioning  had  been  done 
by  Commissioner  McLaughlin  or  others?  A.  Up 
to  that  time? 

Q.  Yes.    A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  one  had  told  you  anything  that  she  had 
previously  said?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Now  then,  who  was  present  on  Monday 
morning  at  8.30  when  you  heard  the  questioning 
going  on?  A.  At  8.30  when  I  saw  her  there  was 
no  questioning  going  on. 

Q.  How  long  before  that  started?  A.  Might 
I  have  that  question  repeated. 

Q.  How  long  before  that  started?  A.  How 
long  before  the  questioning  started? 


4047 
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Q.  Yes.  A.  After  I  got  to  the  Distrcit  Attor- 
ney's office  on  Monday  morning,  at  no  time  did 
anybody  question  Mrs.  Snyder  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Did  you  over  hear  her  questioned  in  your 
presence?     A.  No,   sir. 

Q.  Well,  who  was  there  at  the  time  she  was 
questioned?  A.  I  didn't  get  the  last  word,  Mr. 
Wallace. 

Q.  Who  was  there  at  the  time  you  called?    At 

4049  f}ie  time  you  called  to  see  her  or  came  into  the 
room  where  she  was?  A.  When  I  came  into  the 
room  in  which  she  was,  Detective  Werle  was 
sitting  on  a  chair.  Inspector  Gallagher  was  in 
the  room.  Detective  Hahner  was  there,  and 
Assistant  District  Attorney  Thornton  was  in  the 
room. 

Q.  Gallagher,  Thornton,  you  were  present,  of 
course,  and  what  were  the  other  detectives 
names?     A.  Hahner. 

Q.  Anyone   else?     A.  Werle.     I   think   I   had 

4050  mentioned. 

Q.  Anyone  else?  A.  That  is  all  I  remember 
now. 

Q.  And  how  long  were  you  in  their  presence 
before  you  went  out?  A.  I  was  in  there  for 
about  15  or  20  minutes.  She  was  sitting  in  the 
District  Attorney's  own  office,  I  mean  Mr.  New- 
combe's  room,  and  then  Mr.  Newcombe  came  in. 
Mr.  Dayton's  room  is  right  off  Mr.  Newcombe 's 
room,  and  we  went  in  to  Mr.  Dayton's  room. 

Q.  Yes.  And  how  long  were  you  in  there  with 
her  before  you  went  out  of  that  room?  A.  Not 
more  than  15  minutes. 
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Q.  And  during  that  time  you  heard  no  ques- 
tion of  any  kind?     A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  Everybody  remained  silent  during  that 
fifteen  minutes?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Just  looking  at  one  another?  A.  No,  I 
would   not   say  they  remained   silent. 

Q.  Wasn't  something  stated  about  this  case 
that  you  were  investigating?  Didn't  someone 
speak  up  and  say,  "How  about  this,  or  how 
about  that?  "  A.  Do  you  mean  now  with  re-  4052 
gard  to  Mrs.  Snyder?  Somebody  talked  to  Mrs. 
Snyder  ? 

Q.  Yes.     A.  Nobody  that  I  heard. 

Q.  And  did  she  speak  to  anyone  there  herself' 
A.  No,  I  did  not  hear  her  speak  to  anybody. 

Q.  Then  you  went  out  in  about  15  minutes? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Leaving  these  others  there,  is  that  right? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  when  did  you  next  come  back?     A. 
We  came  back  after  a  conference  of  maybe  10 
or  15  minutes.    Mr.  Newcombe  directed  that  she     4053 
be  taken  out  of  his  office  and  put  over  in  my 
room. 

Q.  So  that  would  be  around  nine  o'clock, 
wouldn't  it?     A.  About  nine  o'clock. 

Q.  Well,  now,  then,  she  went  to  your  office, 
and  did  anyone  go  with  her?  A.  Detective 
Werle. 

Q.  Anyone  else!    A.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  room  with  Detective  Werle 
and  her?     A.  When  she  first  went  in? 

Q.  Yes.     A.  Not  when  she  first  went  in. 

Q.  How  soon  did  you   come   in   there?     A.  I 
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came  in  there  about  a  half  hour  or  three-quar- 
ters of  an  hour  later.  When  I  went  in  she  was 
in  an  arm  chair  asleep,  and  Werle  was  sitting 
alongside  of  her. 

Q.  That  was  about  nine  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing or  later?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  in  at  that  time? 
A.  Just  long  enough  to  try  to  get  some  papers 
off  my  desk,  and  not  disturb  her  and  came  out. 

4055  Q-  ^nd  was  Werle  the  only  one  with  her?    A. 
The  only  one. 

Q.  When  did  you  next  go  back  to  her?  A. 
To  her? 

Q.  Yes.     A.  About  12.30  or  quarter  to  one. 

Q.  During  that  time  have  you  any  knowledge 
or  any  way  to  tell  who  was  in  that  room?  A.  As 
far  as  I  know,  nobody  except  Werle. 

Q.  So,  you  mean  to  tell  us  so  far  as  you  know 
there  was  no  questioning  of  her  all  of  that  en- 
tire morning?  A.  All  that  entire  morning  there 
was  no  questioning  at  all.    She  was  asleep  for  a 

4056  couple  of  hours. 

Q.  You  came  in  at  one  o'clock?  A.  Between 
32.30  and  one,  yes. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  talk  with  her  then?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  her?  A.  At  that  time 
there  had  been  completed  by  the  stenographer 
the  long  question  and  answer  statement,  appar- 
ently the  one  taken  after  Commissioner  Mc- 
Laughlin had  sent  over  to  the  Waldorf  for  the 
bag,  and  she  had  returned  to  the  office,  and  I 
told  her  that  that  was  ready.  Mr.  Thornton 
had  taken  that  statement  and  he  had  left  on  the 
12.25  train  to  go  to  Albany  to  meet  Detective 
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McDermott  and  Mr.  Gray.  I  told  her  that  the 
statement  which  she  had  given  was  completed 
and  I  wanted  her  to  take  and  read  it  over,  read 
it  out  loud,  and  that  I  was  going  to  sit  there 
with  her  as  she  read  it. 

Q.  Now  then,  did  you  tell  her  where  you  be- 
lieved it  had  been  taken  or  as  you  said,  appar- 
ently it  had  been  taken  after  Commissioner  Mc- 
Laughlin's interview.  Did  you  know  where  it 
had  been  taken,  the  statement  which  now  had  4058 
been  resolved  to  question  and  answer  form?  A. 
I  knew  it  had  been  taken  in  the  District  Attor- 
ney's office. 

Q.  At  what  time?  A.  Why,  I  did  not  know 
at  that  time  just  when  it  was  taken.  I  do  know 
now. 

Q.  When  had  it  been  taken?  A.  It  had  been 
taken  after  they  returned  from  the  Waldorf, 
after  Mrs.  Snyder  and  Inspector  Gallagher  and 
Sergeant  Brown  came  back  from  the  Waldorf- 
Astoria  with  this  bag. 

Q.  Well,  that  was  on  Monday  morning,  was     4059 
it?     A.  That   was   early   Monday   morning. 

Q.  Before  you  arrived  at  the  —  A.  District 
Attorney's  office. 

Q.  And  what  time  did  you  show  her  that 
statement?  A.  I  showed  her  that  statement,  as 
I  already  stated,  some  time  between  12.30  and 
1.00  o'clock. 

Q.  Have  you  any  idea  whether  it  was  being 
transcribed  between  the  time  that  you  arrived 
at  the  office  and  the  time  you  showed  it  to  her? 
A.  I  knew  that  that  statement  was  being  trans- 
cribed. 
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4061 


Q.  Had  you  noticed  it  being  transcribed  by 
any  particular   stenographer?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  me  who  transcribed  it!  A. 
Emily  Kulis. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  while  it  was  in  the  machine 
at  any  time!     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  look  at  it  as  it  was  going  over  the 
roller  in  the  typewriter  at  any  time?  Were  you 
bending  over  it,  looking  at  the  questions  and 
answers?     A.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  doing  it  at  all?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  suggestions  at  all  as 
to  any  errors  being  made  in  it?     A.  No. 

Q.  How  many  pages  would  you  say  that  that 
contained,  that  entire  volume  or  that  entire  con- 
fession? A.  I  think  it  was  something  like  54 
or  55  pages. 

Q.  And  what  became  of  this  54  pages  of  ques- 
tions and  answers?    A.  We  have  got  it  here. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Do  you  want  it,  Mr. 
4062  Wallace? 

(Mr.  Newcombe  hands  papers  to  Mr. 
Wallace.) 

The  Witness:  There  are  about  twelve 
pages  of  it  signed  by  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Q.  After  those  questions  and  answers,  the 
54  pages,  has  been  compiled,  you  brought  that 
into  her,  did  you?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  made  her  read  it  out  loud?  A. 
Yes,  sir;  not  the  entire  thing. 

Q.  No?     How  much?    A.  She  only  read  about 
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ten  or  twelve  pages,  and  then  she  spoke  to  me 
about  it. 

Q.  Then  what  did  she  say?  A.  She  said  to 
me,  "Mr.  Daly,  have  I  got  to  real  all  this?" 

Q.  Yes?  A.  She  said  "I  don't  see  the  neces- 
sity for  a  lot  of  things  that's  in  this."  She  said 
for  example,  ""What's  the  necessity  of  having 
in  any  statement  where  my  baby  was  born?" 
And  I  said  to  her,  "Mrs.  Snyder,  I  don't  know 
what's  in  the  statement  myself.  Perhaps  we  4064 
can  boil  it  down,  and  if  you  like,  I  will  take 
and  read  it  over  myself." 

Q.  Yes?  A.  "And  while  I  am  reading  it  over 
you  can  have  your  lunch."  So  I  took  the  state- 
men  tand  I  went  in  to  Mr.  Dayton's  room,  and 
directed  the  detectives  to  find  out  what  she 
wanted  for  her  lunch,  and  to  go  over  to  the 
restaurant  and  bring  her  over  her  lunch.  While 
she  was  there  she  ordered  some  soup,  as  I  re- 
member it  — 


The  Court:    You  do  not  need  to  go  into 
the  details. 

The  Witness:  And  they  went  out  and  got  it 
for  her,  and  I  took  and  read  that  over. 

Q.  And  after  you  had  read  it  over  did  you 
boil  it  down,  Mr.  Daly?  A.  I  —  let  me  get  that 
question? 

The  Court:    After  you  had  read  it  over 
did  you  boil  it  down? 

Q.  As  she  had  suggested?     A.  I  didn't  take 


4065 
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and  boil  it  down,  that  statement  that  is  marked 
in  evidence.  I  had  started  at  it.  I  had  read 
the  whole  thing  through  myself  without  both- 
er :ng  her  about  it,  and  she,  after  her  lunch,  had 
again  fallen  off  to  sleep,  and  I  didn't  disturb  her 
until  they  came  in  about  6  or  6.30  and  told  me 
she  was  awake,  and  then  I  went  in  again  to 
see  her,  and  when  I  went  in  to  see  her  I  told 
her  that  I  had  read  it  over  and  I  saw  no  reason 

4067  why  it  couldn't  be  shortened,,  or  why  she 
couldn't  make  a  shorter  statement  than  that  if 
she  so  desired;  and  she  said,  "Well,  I  would 
like  very  much  to  make  a  shorter  statement, 
rather  than  go  through  all  of  this  and  have  to 
read  it,  every  page  of  it,  out  loud." 

Q.  So  that  then  the  statement  was  made  by 
you  oi  dictated  by  you,  the  statement  that  we 
now  have?     A.  The  statement  in  evidence? 

Q.  What  is  that?  A.  The  statement  that  is 
marked  in  evidence? 

Q.  Yes.     A.  That  statement  was   dictated  by 

4068  her  and  me  together. 

Q.  Yes.  And  did  she  say  one  thing  and  you 
another,  or  would  you  tell  her  what  you  wanted 
or  what  you  were  boiling  down,  and  then  she 
would  put  it  in  her  language,  or  how  was  it? 
A.  No,  I  would  just  dictate,  and  ask  her  about 
something,  and  then  let  her  dictate  the  statement 
herself. 

Q.  Well,  you  started  —    A.  For  example  — 

Q.  Yes.     A.  I    asked    her,    I   remember    very 

distinctly,  Mrs.  Snyder,  why  did  you  kill  your 

husband.     She   objected  to  that  term,   and   she 

said  it  sounds  so  cruel,  I  don't  like  to  use  it. 
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And  I  said  to  her,  well,  that  is  what  you  did, 
is  it  not,  and  she  said,  yes,  but  she  said  I  don't 
like  to  use  that  term.  Well,  I  said,  use  whatever 
term  you  want  to  use.  So  she  said,  "Get  rid  of 
him." 

Q.  And  then  upon  her  saying  that,  you  dic- 
tated the  fact,  did  you  not!  A.  No,  sir;  I  did 
not.     She  dictated  it  herself. 

Q.  Well,  what  I  mean  is  this,  did  you  say 
something  that  the  stenographer  took  down  and  4070 
she  said  something  that  the  stenographer  took 
down,  or  would  one  of  you  get  it  into  some  form, 
and  then  that  one  dictate  the  material?  A. 
Well,  just  as  I  explained  with  regard  to  that, 
when  I  asked  her  why  she  did  it,  then  the  steno- 
grapher took  down  what  she  said,  why  she  did  it. 

Q.  You  started  dictating  that,  of  course,  did 
you  not?     A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Well,  she  certainly  did  not  start  saying 
"My  name  is  Euth  Brown  Snyder,  and  I  want 
to  make  a  full  and  truthful  statement  about  the 
death  of  my  husband,  and  I  understand  that  ^O/l 
anyything  that  I  might  say  may  be  used  against 
me.    A.  No,  she  did  not. 

Q.  That  was  your  language,  of  course?  A. 
That  was  my  language. 

By  the  Court:  Did  she  read  that  language 
out  loud  after  you  had  dictated  it?  A.  She  read 
each  page  of  that  out  loud. 

Q.  Including  the  language  just  referred  to  ? 
A.  Including  the  language  just  referred  to,  and 
any  corrections.  I  asked  her  to  take  and  initial 
any  corrections  on  the  statement,  and  wherever 
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there  are  corrections  on  the  statement  she  has 
put  her  initial  "R." 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Now,  did  you  question  her  about  —  in  any 
way  about  how  she  could  see  in  the  room  be- 
cause of  this  arc  light,  or  would  she  start  to 
say  that,  did  she  explain  that  all  without  any 
questioning  upon  your  part  whatever?     A.  No, 

4073  ^  questioned  her  about  that. 

Q.  Yes.  A.  And  she  told  me  in  the  first  place 
this  arc  lamp  was  on  the  corner  across  the  street 
from  the  house,  and  that  it  lighted  it  up  so 
room.  Then  she  said  that  it  lighted  it  up  so 
that  frequently  they  did  not  turn  the  light  on 
in  the  bedroom  at  night. 

Q.  Well,  now,  you  say  when  I  asked  you  be- 
fore had  there  any  information  come  to  you 
of  any  other  confession  she  had  made  or  state- 
ment prior  to  your  seeing  her,  and  the  fact  is 
before  this  was  dictated  by  you  or  before  you 

4074  got  it  together  as  you  have  explained,  you  now 
had  before  you  and  read  and  knew  the  contents 
of  these  former  admissions  made  to  Commission- 
er McLaughlin  and  others,  is  that  correct?  A. 
That  is  true. 

Q.  Now,  she  —  you  told  me  that  she  read 
about  12  pages.  That  is  all  she  heard  read  out 
loud,  is  that  right?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  then  you  say  she  said,  "I  do  not  want 
to  go  through  all  this  again,  this  has  to  be  re- 
duced in  form?"    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  of  course  up  to  that  time  she  had  only 
hoard  12  of  the  pages  read,  is  that  right.    There 
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were  40  pages  that  she  did  not  know  what  was 
in  them,  as  far  as  that  paper  was  concerned? 
A.  She  had  only  read  12  of  the  pages.  She  had 
read  the  12  out  aloud. 

Q.  She  read  the  12  outloud,  and  then  she  said 
I  want  this  all  condensed,  although  she  did  not 
read  the  other  40  pages.  A.  That  is  true.  She 
asked  me  could  it  not  be  condensed,  and  I  told 
her  I  didn't  know  whether  it  could  or  not,  I 
had  not  read  it  myself.  4076 

Q.  Now  at  that  time,  Mr.  Daly,  it  was  about 
around  six  o'clock,  was  it?     A.  No. 

Q.  What  time?  A.  That  time  was  about  — 
that  was  after  one,  between  one  and  two  some 
time. 

Q.  In  the  afternoon?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  when  did  you  finally  have  your  state- 
ment ready?  A.  Well,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
she  woke  up  after  sleeping  in  the  afternoon, 
about  6.00  or  6.30,  and  I  think  that  that  state- 
ment was  finished  and  completed  and  signed  by 
her  about  eight  o'clock  that  night.  4077 

Q.  And  it  took  how  long,  would  you  say,  to 
transcribe  it  from  the  time  that  you  with  her 
trying  to  dictate  it  together  or  get  it  ready  to- 
gether? A.  Well,  you  mean  from  the  time 
when  we  first  started  to  dictate  it? 

Q.  Yes,  from  the  time  that  you  say  that  you 
determined  to  assist  her  in  doing  what  she 
wanted  and  having  it  condensed  according  to  her 
ideas.  From  that  time  up  to  the  time  she 
signed  it,  this  five  or  six-page  confession,  what- 
ever it  is,  how  long  did  it  take  to  get  that  rea  lv 
for  her  signature?    A.  In  order  to  get  it  ready, 
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it  only  took  from  about  6.30  until  eight  o'clock. 

Q.  To  get  this  ready!  A.  To  get  the  par- 
ticular statement  that  is  now  marked  in  evidence 
ready,  do  you  mean? 

Q.  Yes.    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  were  you  doing  between  one  and  six  ? 
That  is  the  hours  I  want  to  find  out  about?  A. 
Well,  between  one  and  six  I  had  read  over  the 
55-page  statement.     I  had  also  questioned  Mrs. 

4079  Brown,  her  mother.  I  had  also  questioned 
Loraine,  her  daughter,  together  with  the  District 
Attorney. 

Q.  That  is  after  you  had  read  this  question 
and  answer  business?  A.  Well,  I  was  working 
at  it  when  Mrs.  Brown  and  Loraine,  the  daugh- 
ter, were  brought  into  the  office,  and  I  gave  it  np 
and  started  to  question  them,  and  then  after 
I  got  finished  with  them  I  went  back  at  it  again. 

Q.  Was  the  mother  taken  into  the  room  when 
she  awoke  that  afternoon?  A.  No,  her  mother 
was  not  there  when  she  awoke.    The  mother  had 

4080  gone  home  and  taken  the  little  child  home. 

Q.  So,  at  eight  o'clock  you  believe  is  the  time 
that  this  was  finally  signed?     A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  it  was  not  nearer  eleven 
o'clock  that  night?    A.  What  is  that? 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  it  was  not  nearer  eleven 
o'clock  that  night?  A.  I  am  positive  that  it  was 
not  nearer  eleven  o'clock  when  that  long  state- 
ment was  signed.  It  was  after  ten  when  that 
supplemental  statement  was  signed,  the  short 
one-page  statement. 

Q.  Were  you  there  when  Gray  arrived  at  the 
District  Attorney's   office?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What   time   was   that?     A.  That   was   be- 
tween 12  and  12.30,  I  think. 
Q.  That  night? 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  I  ob- 
ject to  counsel  for  the  defendant  Snyder 
interrogating  Mr.  Daly  as  to  the  defend- 
and  Gray. 

The  Court:     The  objection  is  overruled. 

Mr.  Miller:    Exception.  4082 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  time,  to  your  knowledge?  A.  Be- 
tween 12  and  12.30. 

Q.  Were  you  there  when  he  got  there?  A. 
Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Where  was  Mrs.  Snyder  then?  A.  She  was 
in  my  room  asleep. 

Q.  When  Gray  arrived?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  she  taken  to  any  precinct  that  night? 
A.  Well,  early  that  morning,  about  4  or  4.30.        4083 

Q.  That  morning,  or  the  morning  following? 
A.  No,  to  be  exact,  on  the  morning  of  March 
22nd,  about  4.30  A.  M.,  she  was  taken  to  the 
58th  precinct. 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  all  told,  to  your  personal  know- 
ledge, if  you  know  anything  before,  she  was 
there  from  8.30  to  your  knowledge  all  Monday? 
wasn't  she?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  a  Magis- 
trate sitting  here  in  Long  Island  City  at  that 
time,  or  also  one  in  the  district  where  the  crime 
was  supposed  to  have  been  committed?     A.  Ex- 
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cept  the  —  I  don't  know  positively.     I  know 
that  a  Magistrate  does  sit  every  day. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  will  concede  there 
was,  your  Honor.  The  People  will  con- 
cede there  was. 

The  Court:  The  People  concede  there 
was  a  Magistrate  sitting  during  that 
period. 

Q.  As  Assistant  District  Attorney,  Mr.  Daly, 
you  are  undoubtedly  familiar  with  165  of  the 
Code  of  Criminal  Procedure,  is  that  right?  A. 
"Well,  I  don't  know,  when  you  say  165.  Maybe 
if  I  could  see  it,  I  could  tell  you. 

Q.  I  will  read  it:  "The  defendant  must  in  all 
cases  be  taken  to  the  Magistrate  without  un- 
necessary delay,  and  he  may  give  bail  at  any 
hour  of  the  day  or  night."  Do  you  know  of 
any  reason  why,  although  she  had  been  in  the 
custody  there  Sunday,  of  the  police,  and  you, 
4086  as  an  Assistant  District  Attorney  had  her  in 
your  office  from  8.30  on,  did  you  know  of  any 
reason  why  she  was  not  taken  before  the  nearest 
Magistrate  and  arraigned?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  give  me  that  reason!  A.  Be- 
cause the  investigation  with  reference  to  the 
commission  of  the  crime  was  not  completed. 

Q.  So  she  was  not  in  the  custody  of  the  lav1 
She  was  not  in  the  custody  of  the  law?  A.  She 
was  not  officially  arrested  until  the  morning  of 
March  the  22nd. 

Q.  March  the  22nd?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  you  know  that  she  had  been  refused 
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the  right  to  go  home  from  the  time  the  Com- 
missioner had  talked  to  her  until  then,  is  that 
right?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Would  it  refresh  your  recollection  if  I 
should  tell  you  that  Commissioner  McLaughlin 
said  here  on  this  stand  that  she  wanted  to  know, 
in  the  Jamaica  precinct,  whether  she  could  go 
home,  and  he  told  her  "No,"  she  couldn't? 

The  Court:     One  moment,  you  are  in-     ^Qgg 
quiring  whether  this  witness  knew  it.    You 
are  not  inquiring  whether   Commissioner 
Mc-Laughlin  so  testified.     Here  is  a  dis 
tintion.    This  witness  said  he  did  not  know. 

Q.  Was  she  permitted  to  leave  your  office  and 
go  where  she  pleased?  A.  No,  she  made  no  re- 
quest to  go  anywhere. 

Q.  Where   did   she   spent   the   night?     A.  We 
had  brought  into  my  office  the  couch  from  the 
rest  room  on  this  floor  in  this  building,  and  she 
had  been  laying  down  ■ —  she  had  been  sleeping     4089 
on  that  couch  in  my  office.  w 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  you  do  not,  do  you,  by  any  reas- 
on want  this  jury  to  believe  that  she  could  have 
wandered  out  of  your  office  at  will  under  the 
circumstances,  to  be  fair,  do  you?  A.  No,  of 
course  not. 

Q.  Therefore,  she  was  in  such  a  position,  to 
your  knowledge,  that  she  could  not  have  her 
own  free  way  about  moving  about,  isn't  that 
right?     A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  she  ask  to  see  her  mother  and  brother 
when    they   called?     A.  I   don't    remember    her 
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asking  about  mother  or  her  brother.  She  did 
ask  if  she  could  see  Mr.  Gray  when  he  came 
down. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  her  that  her  mother  and 
brother  had  called  to  see  her?  A.  I  don't  know 
even  now  that  her  brother  had  called.  I  do 
know  that  her  mother  was  at  the  District  Attor- 
ney's office. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  her  that  her  mother  and 
Lorraine  had  called?     A.  Xo. 

Q.  When  she  woke  up  did  you  tell  her  that  \ 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  the  defendant,  under 
our  law,  must,  in  all  cases,  be  taken  before  the 
Magistrate  without  unnecessary  delay,  and  he 
may  give  bail  at  any  hour  of  the  day  or  night? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  \     A.  Yes,  sir. 


4091 


Mr.  Xewcombe:    I  believe  that  has  been 
answered   already,   your  Honor. 
4092  The  Court:     It  has  been  answered,  and 

now  it  is  answered  twice,  and  we  will  not 
need  to  ask  it  any  more. 

Mr.  Wallace:     All  right. 

Q.  Then  I  say,  irrespective  of  the  fact  that 
you  say  that  her  custody  was  such  that  she 
could  not  go  of  her  own  free  will,  you  still  did 
not  take  her  before  the  nearest  Magistrate?  That 
is  correct,  is  it?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  other  words,  it  was  then  and  there  in 
your  mind  a  violation  of  that  provision,  wasn't 
it  ?     A.  Xo,  sir. 


4094 
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Mr.  Newcombe:  I  object,  if  your  Honor 
please,  as  entirely  improper. 

The  Court:  The  witness  has  already 
answered  "No,"  and  I  think  it  is  well  to 
have  it  on  the  record. 

Q.  Was  she  ever  informed  by  you  that  Gray 
was  in  town?  A.  You  mean  that  he  had  come 
from  Syracuse  to  New  York? 

Q.  That  he  was  in  town,  any  time  she  was 
being   questioned?     A.  Well,   he   was   not. 

Q.  WThere  did  she  go  to?  You  say  it  was 
about  4.30  she  was  taken  to  some  precinct,  is 
that  right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  All  right.  You  say  that  Gray  to  your 
knowledge  arrived  at  12.30.  Where  was  she 
between  12.30  and  4.30?  A.  Between  12.30  and 
4.30  of  that  morning  she  was  in  my  room  fast 
asleep  on  the  couch. 

Q.  Was  she  awakened  from  her  sleep  at  the 
time  she  signed  these  papers,  after  the  papers 
were  ready?  Was  she  aroused  from  sleep  and  4095 
asked  to  sign  them?  A.  No.  I  stated  before 
I  did  not  disturb  her  while  she  was  asleep.  When 
she  woke  up  somebody  came  in  and  told  me  she 
was  awake  and  then  I  went  in  and  talked  to  her. 
She  was  curling  her  hair  with  a  curling  iron. 

Q.  Did  you  bring  in  the  sheets  separately  and 
go  over  them  or  bring  in  the  entire  confession 
after  it  was  compiled?  A.  About  eight  pages 
of  it  were  completed  when  I  first  brought  it  in 
to  her. 

Q.  And  was  that  after  a  party  came  up  and 
told  you  she  was  awake?     A.  Mr.  Wallace,  per- 
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haps  I  do  not  make  myself  clear.  After  she 
awoke  I  started  to  talk  to  her  and  she  and  I 
together  started  to  dictate  this  confession  now 
marked  in  evidence.  The  stenographer  then 
went  out  to  type  it.  I  then  left  the  court  house 
and  went  to  my  home  to  get  my  dinner.  I  then 
ordered  the  police  officers  to  go  over  and  get 
dinner  for  himself  and  dinner  for  her  while  the 
stenographer  was  typing  this  confession  now  in 

4097  evidence,  she  was  eating  her  dinner  and  I  was 
eating  my  dinner  at  my  home.  I  came  back, 
and  it  was  about  eight  pages  of  it  completed  by 
the  stenographer.  I  then  took  those  eight  pages; 
she  had  finished  eating  her  dinner.  I  took  the 
eight  pages  in  to  her  and  started  to  go  over 
them  with  her. 

Q.  Now,  what  time  was  that?  A.  as  I  have 
already  stated,  that  must  have  been  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  half  past  seven  or  quarter  to  eight. 

Q.  Now,  while  she  was  fully  awake?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  then,  did  she  remain  awake  as  far 
40 Jo  as  y0U  know,  until  they  were  signed?  A.  Yes, 
she  signed  them  about  eight   o'clock. 

Q.  You  brought  them  in  at  eight  o'clock?  A. 
Xo,  she  finished  signing.  The  whole  thing  was 
finished  on  this  big  statement  about  eight  o'clock 
that  night. 

Q.  "What  I  want  to  know  is,  did  you  bring 
them  in  in  completed  form  or  was  a  sheet  sent 
in  from  time  to  time  and  she  was  asked  to 
peruse  it  and  sign  her  name  by  the  side  of  the 
sheet?  A.  As  I  have  already  stated,  eight 
sheets  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  were  brought 
in,  and  then  by  the  time  these  eight  sheets  had 
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been  run   over  by  her,   the  other   four  or  five, 
whatever  it  may  be,  were  completed. 

By  the   Court; 

Q.  In  what  instalments,  if  you  recall,  were 
the  sheets  brought  in?  A.  I  think  in  about 
three  or  four. 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  You   say   you   brought   in   eight    sheets   at     4,™ 
first,  is  that  right?    A.  To  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection, about  that. 

Q.  And  they  were  signed,  were  they?  A.  She 
read  them  over,  corrected  them,  and  signed  them 
on  the  margin. 

Q.  And  they  were  taken  out  again?  A.  No, 
they  were  not.  They  stayed  there  right  on  the 
desk.  She  sat  at  my  desk,  and  I  sat  alongside 
of  here 

Q.  And  then  the  others,  whatever  the  balance 
was,  were  brought  in,  and  they  were  signed,  is 
that  right?    A.  Yes.  4101 

Q.  Is  that  right?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  every  page  was  signed  after  she  had 
perused  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  is  correct,  is  it?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  that  of  course  was  to  show  that  she 
0.  K'd.  each  page?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  satisfactory  to  her?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  I  might  ask  you,  Mr.  Daly,  so  as  to 
enlighten  me,  these  pages  —  now,  pages  5  — 
pages  5,  7,  and  the  very  last  page,  whatever  it  is, 
do  not  seem  to  have  the  signature  of  Ruth  Sny- 
der on  it.     Is  there  any  reason  for  that,  or  was 
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it  just  an  oversight?  A.  Xo,  that  is  just  un- 
doubtedly an  oversight  on  my  part.  I  think  you 
will  find  on  those  that  she  has  made  quite  a 
few  corrections,  and  perhaps  in  the  making  of 
the  corrections  we  slipped  up  on  the  signature. 
Q.  Well,  it  so  happens  that  on  those  pages 
there  is  absolutely  no  corrections  at  all.  Is  that 
just  an  oversight.  On  pages  5  and  7  there  are 
no   correction,   but    yet    they   both    lack    '"Ruth 

4103  Snyder."     I  will  hand  them  to  you  in  a  minute. 
Now,  I  will  read  you  that  page. 

The  Court:  What  page  are  you  refer- 
ring to? 

Mr.  Wallace:  Page  5,  sir,  from  the  ex- 
hibit. 

''I  received  this  letter  sometime  during 
the  week  of  March  14th,  probably  3  or 
4  days  before  the  19th,  exactly  when  I 
don't  remember  and  I  received  another 
letter  on  Saturday  morning  March  the 
19th  which  was  a  very  formal  letter  from 
Mr.  Gray,  stating  that  he  would  be  at 
my  house  on  Saturday  March  the  19th, 
about  11.30  p.  m.  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting rid  of  my  husband,  by  going  through 
with  what  we  had  planned,  on  Saturday, 
March  19th.  Myself  and  my  husband  and 
daughter  went  to  a  friend's  house,  named 
Fidgeon.  I  made  it  my  business  to  see 
that  the  cellar  door  and  the  kitchen  door 
would  be  unlocked.  At  the  party  at  Fid- 
geon's  I  was  careful  so  that  I  wouldn't 
drink   too   much   intoxicating    liquor    and 
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on  one  occasion  suggested  that  they  give 
my  drink  to  my  husband.  We  had  been 
drinking  ginger  ale  highballs  at  Fidgeon's. 
My  husband  and  daughter  and  I  arrived 
home  about  2  A.  M.  on  Sunday  morning 
the  20th.  My  husband  left  my  daughter 
and  I  out  on  the  sidewalk.  "We  entered 
by  the  front  door.  As  you  enter  our 
house  through  the  front  door  you  enter 
into  a  foyer.  On  one  side  of  the  building  4106 
on  the  first  floor  is  a  living  room  and  sun- 
parlor  on  the  other  side  of  the  foyer  is  a 
dining-room  and  kitchen  and  the  stairway 
leading  upstairs  brings  you  into  a  hall. 
The  bathroom  is  in  the  southeast  corner 
of  the  building  in  the  rear  and  the  baby's 
room  is  in  the  southwest  corner.  Mother's 
room  faces  west  and  my  room  runs  the 
whole  length  of  the  building  facing  north- 
east and  west.  I  took  the  baby  to  her 
room  and  she  undressed  and  I  put  her  to 
bed."  4107 

There  is  no  correction  and  not  any  initials  and 
there  are  no  signatures  of  Kuth  Snyder.  Now, 
I  may  ask  you  that  I  have  read  it  to  you  to 
familiarize  you  with  it,  on  that  page  appears 
the  expression  that  you  referred  to  which  she 
wanted  to  substitute  for  the  one  that  appalled 
her,  this  one  of  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  my 
husband.  Was  the  reason  that  that  was  not 
signed  was  because  there  was  some  quibbling 
over  that?  A.  No,  sir,  I  think  you  will  find 
that  term  before  this  used  there. 
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Q.  What  is  that?  A.  I  think  you  will  find 
that  term  in  the  first  part. 

Q.  Now,  that  is  page  No.  5.  Now,  another 
one  that  is  exactly  in  the  same  situation,  without 
taking  up  the  time.  It  has  no  corrections  of  any 
kind,  no  initialing,  and  no  signature.  Now,  the 
one  that  is  in  the  same  situation  is  as  follows: 
"I  told  him  it  was  either  my  husband  going 
or  my  going,  and  after  we  had  all  the  details  ar- 

4109  ranged  he  kissed  me  and  walked  into  my  hus- 
band's room.  There  were  no  lights  in  the  house. 
He  walked  from  me  where  I  was  standing  in 
my  mother's  bedroom  into  my  own  bedroom 
and  I  followed  him  into  the  hall.  I  stood  in 
the  hall  between  my  mother's  door  and  our  door 
and  my  mother's  door  is  only  three  feet  from 
my  room  and  my  husband's  bed  is  at  the  door. 
In  the  darkness  I  could  see  Mr.  Gray  raise  his 
arm,  holding  what  I  believed  to  be  the  weight  in 
his  hand  and  in  the  darkness  the  white  paper 
around  the  weight  stood  out.  I  saw  this  weight 
in  Mr.  Gray's  hand  start  to  travel  and  imme- 
diately heard  a  thud  and  my  husband  groaned 
twice  after  I  heard  the  thud.  I  saw  Mr.  Gray 
tie  my  husband's  hands  behind  his  back.  I  was 
able  to  see  in  the  dark  because  there  is  a  street 
arc  light  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  street  from 
our  house  which  at  all  times  during  the  night 
lights  up  my  room  so  that  you  can  see  objects 
in  it.  When  Mr.  Gray  struck  my  husband  he 
was  lying  on  his  left  side.  He  tied  his  hands 
behind  the  back  and  put  the  blue  handkerchief 
and  the  waste  with  the  chloroform  on  it  on  the 
pillow  and  then  turned  my  husband's  face  down 
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in  the  pillow  so  that  the  waste  and  blue  hand- 
kerchief with  the  chloroform  on  it  would  cover 
his  nose  and  mouth.  He  then  covered  his  head 
with  the  blankets  to  make  sure  of  suffocation,  he 
then  tied  his  feet.  I  am  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Gray 
then  came  out  of  the  room  and  said  to  me,  'I 
guess  that's  it.'  He  and  I  then  went  downstairs." 

Mr.  Miller:     I  do  not  see  the  purpose 
of  all  this  reading  before  the  jury  at  this     4112 
time.     I  certainly  object   to   it   on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  Gray.     It  has  been  read 
once. 

The   Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Miller:     I  respectfully  except. 

Q.  Now,  was  there  any  squibbling  about  any- 
thing on  that  page  that  she  refused  to  sign?  A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Daly,  you  have  told  us  that  orig- 
inally there  went  in  the  eight  sheets,  is  that 
right?     A.  As  I  remember  it.  4113 

Q.  Now,  you  thought  it  was  about  a  12-page 
statement  from  memory,  is  that  right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  that  that  would  be  four  over,  would 'nt 
it?  In  any  event,  there  were  some  pages  that 
did  not  go  in  the  same  time  as  the  others?  That 
is  right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  As  to  the  pages  that  she  refused  to  sign, 
be  they  two  or  four,  or  that  she  did  not  sign 
rather,  her  signature  does  not  appear — 

Mr.   Newcombe:     Let   us   get   the   ques- 
tion  straight. 
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Mr.  Wallace:  I  withdraw  it. 
The  Court:     Question  withdrawn. 

Q.  I  want  to  ask  you  this.  Were  the  pages 
that  are  not  signed  here,  were  they  the  two  to 
your  knowledge  that  did  not  go  in  at  the  same 
time  the  first  batch  went  in? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  If  your  Honor  please, 
I  cannot  believe  Mr.  Wallace  is  serious  t 
in  this.  I  just  took  from  your  Honor  the 
copy  of  the  confession  that  I  had  given 
your  Honor  for  use,  and  for  Mr.  Wallace's 
information  I  will  show  him  that  pages  5 
and  7  are  signed  by  the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Is  that  copy  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Newcombe:     It  is  a  duplicate. 

Mr.  Wallace:  I  want  the  original  one. 
I  ask  for  the  evidence. 

The  Court:    Please  address  the  court. 

Mr.  Wallace:  I  want  to  know  then  if 
this  is  the  Exhibit  of  the  Court?  I  do  not 
care  anything  about  copies  (handing  the 
paper  to  the  stenographer). 

The  Stenographer:     That  is  Exhibit  62. 

Q.  Senator,  I  ask  you  to  look  at  page  5  and  7, 
and  see  if  I  am  correct  in  saying,  because  you 
would  remember  better  than  I  the  markings, 
whether  or  not  you  find  any  corrections,  by 
initialing  or  the  signature  of  Ruth  Snyder,  either 
on  5  or  7?  A. (Examining  People's  Exhibit  No. 
62)  No,  I  don't  find  any  initialing  or  any  signa-  " 
ture  on  either  one  of  those  two  pages. 
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Q.  I  just  want  to  suggest  this,  in  conclusion: 
Did  that  not  occur  because  of  the  fact  that  in 
endeavoring  to  boil  this  down  and  trying  to  get 
it  as  near  right  as  possible,  there  was  some  squib- 
bling  "that  was  not  exactly  what  I  said,"  or 
"I  meant  to  say  this,"  or  "Something  not  like 
that, ' '  and  that  possibly  that  may  have  accounted 
for  it?  A.  No,  Mr.  Wallace.  There  was  no 
quibbling  at  all.  Anything  at  all  that  she  wanted 
to  change — she  was  making  the  statment  and  I  4^1  g 
was  not,  and  I  allowed  her  to  change  it. 

Q.  I  mean,  weren't  there  times  that  she 
would  try  to  put  in  some  sort  of  language  that 
was  perhaps  bungled  up  a  little  bit,  and  she 
didn't  want  in  it,  or  she  wanted  it  this  way,  just 
the  same  as  you  said  she  was  the  first  one  to  say 
that  "Kill"  sounded  cruel  and  she  wanted  it 
changed?  A.  She  changed  anything  she  wanted 
to  in  there,  and  we  didn't  squibble.  There  is 
another  incident  that  you  will  notice  there  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Gray.  She  originally  said,  "I 
think  Gray  is  an  American,"  and  then  she  4119 
wanted  to  change  it  to  say  ' '  He  is  an  American. ' ' 
Even  slight  things  she  changed. 

Q.  Do  you  remember,  Mr.  Daly,  whether  or  not, 
when  referring  to  the  exact  situation,  that  is, 
as  it  nears  the  time  when  her  statements  admits 
that  the  crime  occured,  did  you  recall  her  say- 
ing anything  to  you  at  all  about  her  position 
in  the  hallway  other  than  is  referred  to  in  her 
confession?    A.  I  don't, — 

Q.  I  withdraw  the  question.  A.  That  question 
is  not  quite — 
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The  Court:     The  question  is  withdrawn. 

Q.  You  said  at  the  beginning  of  the  examina- 
tion here  that  you  did  no  questioning  of  Mrs. 
Snyder  yourself.  Of  course,  you  refer  to  the 
time  up  to  when  you  were  helping  her  with  this 
statement,  to  get  it  in  the  form  she  wanted,  is 
that  right?    A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Then,   of  course,   you   questioned   at   some 

4121  length,  did  you?  A.  No,  it  wasn't  necessary, 
because  I  had  this  long  satement  and  I  had  read 
that  and  gotten  all  the  information  from  that. 

Q.  But  in  condensing  the  thing,  to  find  out 
honestly  just  what  she  wanted,  you  at  times 
had  to  ask  her  questions  by  saying  "Just  what 
do  you  mean  by  this?"  A.  No,  I  didn't  ask  her 
any  questions  like  that. 

Q.  You  would  say  to  her  something  in  order 
to  get  her  ideas,  and  you  could  only  do  it  by 
questioning,  couldn't  you,  unless  she  made  you 
understand  every  time  she  said  anything?       A 

4122  Well,  I  asked  her  questions.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion about  that. 

Q.  In  asking  her  questions  do  you  recall  her 
saying  this,  that  "My  mind  is  confused."  or 
something,  "and  I  may  have  this  a  little  wrong 
here,  or  a  little  wrong  there;  I  am  sick;  I  am 
weak,"  and  so  forth?  A.  No,  she  said  no  sucn 
thing. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  her  fainting  away  at  all  in 
the  District  Attorney's  office?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  hours  were  those?  A.  After  she  had 
had  her  lunch,  while  I  was  trying  to  read  this 
long  statement  she — I  wouldn't  say  she  fainted; 
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she  started  to  cry,  and  when  she  started  to  read 
it  I  brought  one  of  the  girls  from  the  office  into 
the  room  with  me,  and,  as  I  say,  she  took  this 
crying  spell,  and  I  didn't  disturb  her  at  that 
time  nor  did  I  go  back  to  bother  her  at  all. 

Q.  Was  a  physican  called  in,  Mr.  Daly?  A. 
Yes. 

Q,  And  that  was  after  she  had  begun  to  read 
the  statement?  A.  No.  Do  you  mean  after  she 
had  begun  to  read  the  long  statement.  4124 

Q.  That  is  what  I  mean,  that  question  and 
answer.  A.  That  was  about  two  hours  after 
she  had  begun  to  read  the  statement.  She  had 
begun  to  read  it,  and  stopped  to  have  her  lunch, 
and  immediately  after  having  her  lunch,  or  a 
short  time  after,  she  took  this  crying  spell.  I 
was  in  Mr.  Dayton 's  room,  reading  the  long  state- 
ment myself,  and  they  came  and  told  me. 

Q.  And  when  she  had  completed  reading  the 
twelve  pages  and  said  she  wanted  to  cut  it  down, 
that  was  the  time  she  did  the  crying  was  it?  A. 
No,  sir.  4125 

Q.  After  that?  A.  She  then  had  her  lunch 
after  that,  and  it  was  after  the  lunch  that  sne 
started  to  cry. 

Q.  Now,  was  anyone  talking  with  her  then?  A. 
That  I  don't  know  ,  because  I  was  not  in  the 
room  with  her. 

Q.  Was  Werle  in  the  room  with  her,  the 
detective?  A.  Well,  when  I  went  into  the  room 
after  they  called  me,  Werle  was  in  there. 
Whether  he  was  in  there  when  she  started  to  cry 
or  not,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  When  she  called  you  into   the  room,   that 
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was  when  the  fainting  spell  occured,  right  after 
the  crying?  A.  Oh,  this  spell,  I  don't  call  it  a 
fainting   spell.    You   do. 

Q.  You  called  a  physician,  did  you  not?  A. 
I  called  a  physician,  yes. 

Q.  And  at  the  time  the  physician  was  called 
was  shortly  after  Werle  was  alone  in  the  room 
with  her?  A.  I  don't  believe  Werle  was  ever 
alcne  with  her. 

4127  Q-  I  mean  with  the  lady  there  or  a  steno- 
grapher? A.  There  were  a  couple  of  girls  from 
the  office  in  there  with  her  as  well  as  Werle. 

Q.  Well,  irrespective  of  who  else  was  in  there, 
you  know  the  fact  that  you  were  in  the  room 
with  Werle  when  you  left,  is  that  correct,  that 
is  right  ,  is  it  not?     A.  That  is  correct,  yes. 

Q.  And  you  went  out  to  take  care  of  a  long 
statement?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  after  you  had  left  and  Werle  was 
still  there,  shortly  after  that,  there  was  a  cry- 
ing spell,  and  a  physican  was  called  in?  A. 
Yes,    sir. 

Q.  But  of  course  you  do  not  know  whether 
Werle  was  questioning  her  or  not?  A.  No,  I 
don't,  not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  Well,  how  long  was  she  too  ill  to  talk 
with  or  reason  with,  or  so  that  you  could  go 
on  with  the  investigation?  A.  After  she  had 
had  this  crying  spell,  the  physician  said  she 
was  all  right,  but  he  took  and  gave  one  of  the 
girls  some  aromatic  spirits  of  Ammonia,  some- 
thing like  that,  to  give  to  her,  and  she  then 
went  to  sleep,  and  I  didn't  disturb  her  until 
as   I   have   already   stated   about   6:00   or   6:30, 
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something  in  there,  somebody  came  in  and  said 
she  was   awake. 

Q.  Then  she  had  fully  revived,  I  mean  to 
say,  if  anything  at  all,  she  was  normal  then? 
A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  time  when  she 
fainted  that  you  know  of?  A.  Not  that  I  know 
of  except  that  one  time. 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  just  before  the  statement  was 
signed  that  evening,  irrespective  of  what  time  4130 
it  was,  had  there  not  been  another  fainting  spell, 
and  she  was  placed  upon  a  lounge  to  rest,  to 
your  knowledge?  A.  No — well,  not  that  I  know 
of. 

Q.  Now,  Senator,  you  are  quite  sure  about 
your  time.  Are  you  sure  of  it,  as  to  the  time 
she  left  to  go  to  the  Richmond  Hill  Precinct, 
was  it  11:00  o'clock  or  what?  A.  Well,  I  am 
not  positive  about  it,  because  I  didn't  look  at 
any  watch.  My  recollection  is  that  it  was  about 
4:30,    in    the    morning    of    March    22nd. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  the  time  that  the 
papers  were  signed  was  around  11:00  or  11:30, 
when  the  trip  to  the  Richmond  Hill  Precinct 
was  made,  about  one  or  a  little  after?  A.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  supplemental  statement  was 
signed  between  10:00  and  10:30. 

Q.  That  may  be  my  error  then.  That  is  all 
right.  At  any  rate  whatever  statement  this 
is,  one  or  two,  that  is  the  extensive  one  and 
the  short  one,  in  any  event,  it  was  after  the 
last  signature  that  she  was  taken  to  the  Rich- 
mond Hill  Precinct?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,   do   you   know   whether   any   inform- 
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ation  had  been  conveyed  to  her  between  8:30 
and  the  time  when  you  came  in  to  get  that 
supplemental  statement,  do  you  know  whether 
or  not  any  one  gave  her  any  information  that 
Mr.  Gray  was  either  in  town  or  on  his  way  to 
town?  A.  Well,  she  asked  me  about  Mr.  Gray. 
She  asked  when  Mr.  Gray  got  to  the  office  could 
she  see  him.  By  that  I  knew  that  she  knew 
he  was  on  his  way  down,  and  I  said  I  didn't 
4]  33     know  whether  she  could  or  not. 

Q.  And  was  it  after  that  that  the  supplemental 
affidavit  or  statement  was  mentioned  to  her? 
A.  After   she  had   asked  me   that. 

Q.  Yes.  A.  I  think  it  was,  yes,  about  the  time 
that  I  showed  her  these  three  letters  and  asked 
her  about  them.  I  asked  her  if  they  were  hers? 
Yes.  A.  She  was  lying  on  the  couch  at  the  time, 
the  time. 

Q.  Was  that  after  the  fainting  spell,  do  you 
know?     A.  What. 

Q.  Was  that  lying  on  the  couch  after  the  faint- 
41^4  ing  spell?  A.  You  mean  the  first  spell  was  one 
or  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 

Q.  No  the  time  that  you  brought  in  the  letters, 
was  she  lying  on  the  couch  after  a  fainting  spell? 
A.  She  was  lying  on  the  couch  from  the  time  she 
had  signed  this  long  statement,  except  when  she 
sat  up  to  sign  this  short  supplemental  statement, 
at  any  time  that  I  saw  her. 

Q.  So  that  about  the  time  she  signed  that 
confession,  she  went  to  that  couch  and  was  there 
until  you  brought  the  letters  in.  In  other  words, 
the  time  of  her  taking  the  couch  was  about  the 
time  she  signed  the  confession,  is  not  that  right? 
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A.  No,  she  had  been  on  the  couch  before  that. 
The  couch  had  been  in  the  office  from  some  time 
during  the  afternoon. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  this,  were  the 
letters  brought  in  to  her  between  the  signing 
of  the  first  and  the  second  statement?  A.  Oh, 
yes. 

Q.  Midway  between,  or  right  near  the  last  one 
or  right  after  the  first  one,  or  how?  A.  No.  The 
long  statement  was  signed  and  finished  and  set  4136 
aside.  The  three  letters  were  brought  into  the 
Distrit  Attorney's  office  by  a  detective  I  should 
say  an  hour  and  a  half  or  perhaps  two  hours 
after  this  long  statement  was  signed,  and  I  took 
the  three  letters  into  her  and  asked  her  if  they 
were  for  her. 

Q.  And  was  it  about  that  time  that  she  spoke 
of  Gray? 

Mr.   Newcombe:     You   can   finish   your 
answer,  Mr.  Daly,  if  you  wish  to.  ...or. 

A.  I  held  the  three  letters  up  to  her.  They 
were  addressed  to  J.  Gray  or  Jane  Gray,  as  I 
remember  it,  Madison  Avenue  and  Spruce  Street, 
and  I  said,  "Are  these  three  letters  for  you?" 
She  said,  "Yes,  sit  down  here  and  help  me  read 
them."  I  said,  "No,  you  go  ahead  and  read 
them  yourself."  She  read  the  letters  and  then 
I  said,  "I  am  going  to  ask  you,"  I  said,  "how 
you  can  reconcile  (that  is  the  term  I  used),  how 
you  can  reconcile  the  fact  that  this  man  Gray  is 
in  this  matter,  with  this  letter  postmark,  I  think 
it  was,  8.30  Saturday,  March  19th,  from  Syra- 
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cuse?"  and  she  said,  "Well,  that  is  all  part  of 
the  plan.  That  is  the  way  I  figure  it  out."  I 
asked  her  to  make  that  short  statement  then  to 
that   effect. 

Q.  In  other  words,  the  second  affidavit  or 
statement  was  made  because  of  the  discovery 
of  the  letters?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  about  the  time  that  the  letters 
were     discovered     that     there     was     knowledge 

4139  brought  home  to  her  that  Gray  was  in  town  or 
on  his  way  to  town?  A.  I  think  she  knew  that 
earlier. 

Q.  She  knew  that  earlier?  A.  Yes,  I  think 
it  was  about  that  time,  that  she  asked  me  if 
she  could  see  Gray  when  he  did  come  in. 

Q.  Well  now,  what  I  want  to  know,  Mr.  Daly, 
do  you  know  whether  or  not  anybody  question- 
ing her  in  your  office  from  the  police  authorities 
or  from  your  own  office  had  any  knowledge  at 
that  time  of  what  Gray  had  said,  if  anything, 
in  his  statement  made  on  the  train,  or  up  to 
that  time?  Do  you  know  of  any  information  that 
had  been  brought  to  you  or  to  her  concerning 
anything  that  Gray  might  have  said  even  be- 
fore he  was  in  town? 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  pleases,  I 
object  to  this  line  of  questioning  as  not 
binding  on   the   defendant   Gray. 

The    Court:      Objection    overruled. 

Mr.    Miller:      I   respectfully   except. 

A.  Why,  I  think  I  will  have  to  divide  my  an-  \ 
swer  there,  because  you  ask  with  regard  to  my 
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knowledge.  I  personally  did  not  know  any- 
thing that  Gray  had  said.  There  was  some  news- 
paper article  that  I  read  which  published  his 
alibi  given  out  in  Syracuse,  but  what  he  had 
said  on  the  train  I  did  not  know.  I  do  not 
know  whether  she  did  or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  knowledge  at  all  or  do 
you  know  of  anyone  that  said  to  you  that  they 
had  of  any  information  that  Gray  had  given  out 
between  the  time  the  question  and  answer  state-  4142 
ment  had  been  transcribed  and  the  one  we  now 
have  in  evidence  transcribed?  A.  Not  that  I 
know  of. 

Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 

Cross  Examination  by  Mr.  Millard: 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Daly,  isn't  it  a  fact  that  pages 
5  and  7  of  People's  Exhibit  62,  purporting  to 
constitute  an  original  statement  made  by  Ruth 
Snyder,  those  two  pages  so  dramatically  read  4143 
to  the  jury  by  Mr.  Wallace,  do  not  constitute 
a  part  of  the  original  statement  as  signed  by 
Ruth  Snyder,  page  by  page?  A.  Well,  Mr.  * 
Millard,  I  have  not  examined  them. 

Q.  Look  at  it  now,  please  (handing  People's 
Exhibit  62  to  the  witness).  A.  Those  two  pages 
look  to  me  like  original  typewriting.  Is  that 
what  you  mean  Mr.  Millard? 

Q.  No,  I  do  not.  I  understand  you  to  say 
that  as  each  successive  page  was  completed  by 
the  stenographer  they  were  taken  in  to  Ruth 
Snyder  and  initialed.     A.  I  did  not  say  that. 
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Q.  Or  signed?  A.  No,  I  did  not  say  that 
either.  I  said  there  were  about  eight  finished 
first. 

Mr.  Millard:  Mr.  Newcombe,  will  you 
kindly  pass  me  that  copy? 

(Mr.  Newcombe  hands  paper  to  Mr. 
Millard.) 

4145  Q"  *  snow  y°u»  Mr-  Daly,  pages  5  and  7  of  a 
paper  which  purports  to  be  a  copy  of  People's 
Exhibit  62,  and  ask  you  whether  those  pages 
are  the  original  sheets  which  were  signed  by 
Ruth    Snyder?     A.  (Witness    examines    paper). 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  object  to  it  as  incom- 
petent, irrelevant  and  immaterial,  if  the 
Court  pleases.  We  have  one  confession 
in  evidence.  Already  we  have  two;  one, 
a  verbal  one,  and  one  a  written  one,  which 
vary  materially. 

4146  The    Court:      Please,    just    make    your 
objections. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  object  to  the  third, 
sir,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  incompetent, 
irrelevant  and  immaterial. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 
Counsel  has   a   right  to  inquire. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     Exception. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  your  Honor  to 
instruct  the  jury  that  remarks  of  counsel 
as  to  any  alleged  variance  between  con- 
fessions be  entirely  disregarded.  *. 

The    Court:      The    jury   will    disregard 
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any  statement  made  by  counsel.  The  on- 
ly matters  that  the  jury  will  take  into 
account  are  those  matters  which  come 
from  the  witnesses  or  such  matters  that 
the  Court  may  admit  in  evidence.  The 
statements  of  counsel  will  be  disregarded. 

(Last  question  repeated  by  the  steno- 
grapher as  follows : 

"Q.  I  show  you,  Mr.  Daly,  pages  5  and 
7  of  a  paper  which  purports  to  be  a  copy  4148 
of  People's  Exhibit  62,  and  ask  you 
whether  those  pages  are  not  the  original 
sheets  which  were  signed  by  Euth  Sny- 
der?") 

A.  (Examining)     In  my  opinion,  they  are. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  One  moment.  I  object 
to  that,  if  the  Court  please,  and  move  to 
have  it  stricken. 

The  Court:     Motion  denied. 

Mr.   Hazleton:     Exception,    sir.  4149 

Mr.  Millard:  Will  you  kindly  pass  the 
copy  back  to  Mr.  Daly  once  more,  just 
for  the  purpose  of  identification? 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  have  you  seen  the  defendant, 
Ruth  Snyder,  write?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  her  handwriting? 
A.  (Witness  examines  paper). 

Q.  Are  you?     A.  I  know  the   signature. 

Q.  Are  you  familiar  with  the  writing  of  her 
signature  by  her?     A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  signature  upon  pages 
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5  and  7  of  the  copy  which  you  now  hold  in  your 
hand,  and  tell  me  whether  those  were  written  by 
Ruth  Snyder? 

Mr.  Hazleton :  I  object  upon  the 
ground  that  the  witness,  by  his  own  state- 
ment, has  made  himself  incompetent  to 
testify  as  to  her  signature. 

The  Court:     Objection  overruled. 

4151  Mr.  Hazleton:     He  thinks  so. 

The   Court:     Objection    overruled. 
Mr.  Hazleton:     Exception,  sir. 

A.  (Examining)     Yes. 

The  Court :  You  will  testify  to  your 
best  knowledge   and  belief. 

The  Witness:     Yes,,  your  Honor. 

Mr.  Millard:     That  is  all. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  ask  to  have  marked 
for  identification  the   statement  which   I 

4152  took  from  your  Honor. 

The  Court:     It  may  be  so  marked. 
(The    same   was    marked    People's    Ex- 
hibit  No.   64,   for  identification.) 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  I  show  you  Exhibit  62,  and  I 
show  you  Exhibit  64,  for  identification,  and  I 
ask  you  how  the  signing  was  done  by  Mrs.  Sny- 
der as  you  have  described!  Was  it  on  one  or 
two  copies?  A.  There  was  an  original  copy, 
the  original  copy  and  two  carbon  copies  made, 
and  it  was  on  — 
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By  the  Court: 

Q.  You  mean  the  original  sheet?  A.  I  mean 
the  original  sheet. 

Q.  Two  carbon  copies?  A.  And  two  carbon 
copies,  and  she  signed  the  original  and  in  addi- 
tion to  it  a  copy,  a  carbon  copy. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Now,  I  ask  you  to  look  at  Exhibit  64  for 
identification,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  the  dupli-     4154 
cate,  the  carbon  copy,  which  she  signed  at  the 
same  time  that  she  signed  Exhibit  62?    A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  Exhibit  64  for  identification  is  a  du- 
plicate original,  is  it  not?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe :  Now  I  offer  in  evi- 
dence page  5  and  page  7  or  People's  Ex- 
hibit 64  for  identification. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  object  to  it  as  in- 
competent, irrelevant  and  immaterial,  and 
upon  the  further  ground  that  it  tends  to  4155 
vary  the  original  document  already  of- 
fered in  evidence  by  the  District  Attorney 
as  the  original  confession. 

The  Court:     Objection   overruled. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     Exception,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  There  was  some  em- 
phasis laid  by  Mr.  Wallace  on  this  — 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  object  to  the  com- 
ment. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  am  going  to  ask 
your  Honor's  permission  to  read  in  those 
particular  pages,  or  at  least   to   show  to 
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the  jury  pages  5  and  7,  which  are  Ex- 
hibit 64  of  the  defendant  Snyder,  showing 
the  corrections  made  through  the  text 
by  the  defendant  Snyder. 

The  Court:  The  court  sees  no  occa- 
sion for  the  reading  aloud  of  the  two 
exhibits.  The  jury  may  inspect  them 
both. 

(Page  5  received  in  evidence  and  marked 

4157  People's  Exhibit  65  of  this  date.) 

(Page  7  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  66  of  this  date.) 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  I  take  out  those 
pages,  your  Honor. 

The  Court:  Yes,  those  pages  may 
be  taken   out. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Does  it  not  seem  to 
your  Honor  improper,  I  am  refreshing 
your  recollection  by  a  trial  downstairs, 
where  a  document  is  signed  by  a  party, 

4158  and  part  of  that  document  is  taken  out 
and  offered  in  evidence  and  the  other  is 
not  offered  in  evidence,  it  is  my  recollec- 
tion that  that  is  contrary  to  the  rule.  I 
am  just  recalling  that  to  your  Honor's 
attention,  sir. 

The  Court:  Thank  you.  The  court 
will  abide  by  the  ruling. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  I  also  hand  to 
the  jury  62  which  contains  pages  5  and  7 
without  the  signature. 

The  Court:  Exhibit  62  being  in  evi- 
dence, the  jury  are  privileged  to  see  it. 
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Recross  Examination  by  Mr.  Wallace: 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Before  we  proceed, 
may  the  jury  complete  its  inspection,  so 
that  they  can  listen  attentively  to  the 
evidence  ? 

The  Court:     Yes. 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  now  you  say  the  original  was 
signed  by  her,  and  so  much  of  the  pages  as  we  4160 
have  found  have  been  signed  by  her,  is  that 
right?  That  the  original  of  these  admissions 
were  signed  by  her,  and  all  the  pages  except 
5  and  7,  is  that  right?  You  have  seen  that?  A. 
I  said  an  original  and  one  copy  were  signed  by 
her. 

Q.  Just  a  minute.  I  have  shown  you  the  ori- 
ginal. You  notice  that  was  signed  by  her  and 
all  the  pages  save  five  and  7?  A.  That  is  cor- 
rect? 


Mr.  Newcombe:  That  is  not  the  ori- 
ginal.   Nobody  has  said  it  is  the  original. 

Mr.  Wallace:  It  was  offered  as  the 
original. 

The  Court:  The  Court  is  going  to  sug- 
gest that  the  exhibit  be  described  by  its 
exhibit  number  and  thus  we  will  not  have 
any  confusion  over  the  definition.  Ex- 
hibit 62  is  the  first  copy  of  the  confession 
put  in  evidence.  Exhibit  64  is  the  second 
copy  put  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Wallace:  All  right,  sir,  thank  you. 


4161 
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Q.  Now  then,  Exhibit  62  I  refer  to,  you  re- 
call the  fact  from  having  produced  it  before  you, 
that  that  exhibit  is  signed  by  Ruth  Snyder?  You 
saw  her  sign  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  recall  after  me  handing  it  to  you 
that  you  stated  that  all  but  5  and  7  you  noticed 
were  signed  by  her,  is  that  right?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  Exhibit  63  we  have  here.  You  have 
testified   that   was    signed   by   Ruth    Snyder,   is 

4163  that  right?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  64,  was  that  signed  by  Ruth  Snyder 
on  every  page,  and  also  at  the  end?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  was  handed  to  her  when  she 
signed  it?     She  looked  it   over?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  The  copy?     A.  No,  no. 

Q.  But  you  just  had  her  sign  that  as  a  copy? 
A.  She  read  the  entire  thing. 

Q.  But  then  you  had  her  0.  K.  that  with  her 
own  signature,  telling  her  that  it  was  a  copy  of 
the  original,  is  that  right?     A.  Oh,  no,  no. 

Q.  Well,  did  you  reread  the  copy  to  her?  A. 
No,  I  did  not  do  any  of  the  reading.  She  did  it 
all  herself. 

Q.  I  mean,  after  she  read  the  original  do  you 
want  to  tell  us  that  she  next  picked  up  the  car- 
bon copy,  O.K'd  that  and  then  picked  up  the 
third  copy  and  read  that  and  O.  K.'d  that?  A. 
No. 

Q.  Well,  all  right.  What  I  want  to  know  is 
this.  Her  original  si^natur^es,  you  say,  are  on 
People's  Exhibit  64.  That  is  correct,  isn't  it? 
A.  Mr.   Wallace,   it  is   awfully  hard  for  me   to 


4164 
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keep  track  of  those  exhibits  down  there.     What 
is  64? 

Q.  Now  I  hand  you  Exhibit  64,  which  has 
been  put  in  as  the  copy  that  the  Judge  had 
during  the  examination  of  the  witness.  Now  I 
ask  you  to  look  at  that,  and  tell  me,  are  those 
her  original  signatures?  A.  (Examining)  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  —  and  it  is  also  a  carbon 
copy,  is  it  not?    A.  Well,  L  can't  tell  you  under     4166 
this  light.     (Examining)     I  think  it  is. 

Q.  Whal^T  I  want  to  know  is  this:  Assuming 
that  it  is  a  carbon  copy  and  that  exhibit  62  was 
the  original,  from  a  typewriting  standpoint.  I 
want  to  know  this:  Was  62  read  to  her,  or  did 
she  read  62  in  full?    A.  That  is,  the  first  one. 

Q.  The  one  that  she  first  signed  she  read  that 
in  full,  or  was  it  read  to  her? 

The  Court:  The  one  first  offered  in 
evidence.  4167 

Mr.  Wallace:     62. 

The  Court:  Exhibit  62  is  the  one  first 
offered  in  evidence.  The  Court  under- 
stands the  question  to  be  whether  the 
defendant  Snyder  read  62,  or  whether  it 
was  read  to  her  before  she  signed  it. 

The  Witness:  No,  the  defendant  her- 
self read  it,  as  I  remember  it. 

Q.  Then  she  signed  it.  did  she?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  What  I  want  to  know  is  this:     Exhibit  64 
here,  I  want  to  know  did  she  again  read  that 
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or  was  it  read  to  her?     A.  My  recollection  is 
that  she  didn't. 

Q.  She  signed  this  document  —  all  of  these 
pages  —  without  having  read  it? 

The  Court:     You  are  referring  to  64? 
Mr.  Wallace:     64,   sir?     Yes,   sir. 

Q.  What  I  am  trying  to  know  is,  did  she  again 

4169  —  i£  it  was  a  carbon  copy,  did  she  go  through 
all  the  carbon  copies  the  same  as  she  had  the 
original,  from  a  typewriting  standpoint?  A. 
No,  not  as  I  remember. 

Q.  Therefore,  then  she  signed  her  name  to 
something  which  she  had  not  read?  A.  Oh,  no, 
whatever  she  signed  her  name  to,  she  had  read. 

Q.  Well,  I  ask  you  then  did  she  read  that,  you 
just  said  I  do  not  think  she  did. 

The  Court:  Make  it  more  clear  wheth- 
er she  actually  read  the  duplicate  pages 

4170  which  she  signed,  or  whether  she  only 
read  the  originals  and  then  signed  the 
originals  and  signed  the  duplicates  with- 
out reading  the  duplicates. 

The  Witness :  No,  what  she  did  was 
to  read  an  original,  and  in  addition  to 
that  original,  and  to  make  certain  cor- 
rections that  were  necessary  on  the  ori- 
ginal, and  in  addition  to  that  she  read 
one  copy  and  made  such  corrections  as 
were  necessary  on  that  one  copy.  On  the 
third  copy  she  did  not  sign  and  I  don't 
believe  she  read  it,  as  far  as  I  know. 
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By  the  Court: 

Q.  Well  now,  on  the  two  copies  —  A.  I 
should  have  said  the  second  copy. 

Q.  Exhibit  62  and  Exhibit  64,  as  to  each  of 
those,  did  the  defendant  read  the  both  of  them? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  That  Exhibit  62  and  Exhibit  64,  as  to  each 
of  those,   did  the   defendant  read   the   both   of     4172 
them?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  Exhibit  62  and  64,  she  was  handed 
two  separate  confessions,  was  she  not?  A.  The 
three  were  laid  out  on  the  desk,  the  pages  ar- 
ranged in  proper  order  and  she  sat  at  the  desk, 
and  took  and  read  theJirst  and  then  went  to  the 
second  one.  The  third  one  she  did  not  bother 
reading  or  signing. 

Q.  Well  now  then,  I  want  to  know  this,  62 
and  64  differ  as  to  certain  pages,  do  they  not? 
A.  You  mean  pages  5  and  7?  4173 

Q.  Yes.     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Well,  therefore  she  signed  two  documents 
purporting  to  be  statements  of  hers  which  were 
at  variance,  is  not  that  true?     A.  No. 

Q.  Well,  was  not  the  reading  matter  in  62 
different  than  the  reading  matter  in  64,  because 
64  had  been  corrected  and  62  had  not?  A.  Would 
you  let  me  see  62  and  64,  and  I  will  see  if  that 
is  so. 

(Paper  handed  to  witness.) 

Mr.  Newcombe :     The  witness  is  handed 


1392 
Petek  M.  Daly — Re-Cross  Examination 

4174  Called  in  behalf  of  People 
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65  and  66,  which  are  pages  5  and  7  of 
Exhibit  64. 

The  Witness :  Now  let  us  see  that  other 
one,  62. 

(Paper  handed  witness.) 

The   Witness:     May   I   have   the   ques 
tion  read. 

(Question  read  as  follows:  "Well,  was 
not    the    reading   matter    in    62    different 

4175  than  the  reading  matter  in  64,  because  64 
had  been  corrected  and  62  had  not?") 

The  Witness:  I  cannot  see  any  differ- 
ence between  then,  Mr.  Wallace. 

Q.  Any  corrections  at  all?  A.  There  seems 
to  be  two. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  By  corrections,  does 
he  mean  a  difference  between  the  two  or 
not? 

The  Court:  I  think  that  better  be 
41 '6  brought  out  on  redirect  examination,   ex- 

cept counsel  adopts  the  suggestion  and 
clarifies  the  matter  by  his  question. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Mr.  Daly,  on  Exhibits  65  and  66  are  there 
pencil  interleniations?  A.  65  and  66  are  the  two 
pages  from  the  Exhibit  64. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  There  are  interlenia- 
tions. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  If  your  Honor  please, 
a  question  is  asked. 
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Q.  Look  at  Exhibit  65  and  66  and  tell  us 
whether  there  are  pencil  interlineations  on 
those  pages  or  either  of  them?  A.  I  do  not  see 
any,  your  Honor. 

Q.  Will  you  now  look  at  pages  5  and  7  of 
Exhibit  62  and  note  whether  there  are  any  pen- 
cil interlineations  there?     A.  I  do  not  see  any. 

Q.  Have  you  compared  pages  5  and  7  in  ex- 
hibit 62  and  pages  5  and  7,  Exhibits  65  and  66? 
A.  Yes,  your  Honor.  41-'y 

Q.  And  can  you  state  from  the  comparison 
that  you  have  made  whether  those  two  pages 
contain  the  same  or  different  wording?  A.  The 
wording  is  the  same,  is  exactly  the  same,  but 
there  is  on  Exhibit  No.  65  some  X  marks  at 
the  bottom  of  the  word  "On  Saturday  March 
19th." 

Q.  Which  do  not  appear  in  the  correspond- 
ing sheet?    A.  No. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  difference  which  you  ob- 
served in  your  present  comparison  of  the  two 
sheets  in  question  in  the  three  exhibits,  62,  65 
and  661  A.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  the  only 
difference  between  them. 

The  Court:    You  may  proceed. 

By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Daly,  you  referred  in  answer  to 
his  Honor's  question  that  there  were  some  X 
marks.  Do  you  recall  because  you  have  just 
perused  it  that  those  X  marks  you  refer  to  in 
Exhibit   65   utterly   obliterates   in   one    sentence 


4179 
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"On  Saturday,  March  19th."  Is  that  what  you 
mean  by  the  X  mark?  A.  The  X  marks  I  stated 
are  over  "On  Saturday,  March  19th." 

Mr.  Hazelton:  That  remark  of  the  Dis- 
trict Attorney,  that  it  was  a  proper  cor- 
rection, sir,  in  the  presence  of  the  jury, 
"she  was  wise  enough  to  know,"  is  im- 
proper and  prejudicial   to  the  defendant. 

4181  The  Court:  Please,  gentlemen,  the 
Court  thoroughly  disapproves  any  re- 
marks made  by  either  side.  Both  sides 
will  refrain  from  remarks.  Gentlemen  of 
the  jury,  you  will  disregard  any  remarks 
made  by  counsel.  In  the  excitement  of 
the  performance  of  our  duties  we  at  times 
forget  ourselves.  Throw  the  mantle  of 
charity  over  those  lapses,  if  they  are  not 
too  frequent.  The  jury  will  see  to  it  that 
they  forget  them  entirely. 

4182 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  to  these  interlineations. 

They  are  on  the  ninth  line  from  the  top  of  both 
pages,  one  of  Exhibit  65  and  one  of  Exhibit  62, 
and  I  call  your  attention  to  that  and  ask  you 
whether  or  not  these  are  not  the  words  erased: 
"By  going  through  what  we  have  planned  on 
March  19th.' '  That  is  written  in  pencil  in  the 
first  document  offered  in  evidence,  People's  Ex- 
hibit 62,  but  in  People's  Exhibit  65,  on  the 
signed  line,  we  had  "By  going  through  what 
we  had  planned  on  Saturday,  the  19th,"  is  ut- 
terly   obliterated.      A.  My    recollection    is    "by 


1395 
Peter  M.  Daly — Re-Cross  Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  4183 

going  through  what  we  had  planned,"  that  there 
is  a  period  after  "planned." 
Q.  Yes. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  May  the  witness  see 
this? 

The   Court:     Yes. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Let  him  see  them 
both. 

(Two   papers   handed   to    the   witness.)     4184 

Mr.  "Wallace:  If  the  Court  please,  I 
am  asking  for  an  explanation  here. 

Mr.   Newcombe:     I   think  — 

Mr.  Wallace:     Wait  a  moment. 

The  Court:  Just  a  moment,  gentlemen, 
please.  There  seems  to  be  some  ambiguity 
on  the  question  of  the  question.  The 
question  is  withdrawn.  You  may  shape 
in  your  question,  Mr.  Wallace,  what  you 
seek  to  bring  out. 


Q.  Is  not  the  expression  "On  Saturday,  March 
19th,  1927,"  obliterated  in  page  5  of  Exhibit  65, 
while  it  appears  in  full,  untampered  with  or 
unexed  or  anything  else  in  Exhibit  62? 

Mr.    Newcombe:      I    submit    the    paper 
speaks  for  itself. 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Wallace:     He  says  "Yes." 
The  Court:    The  Court  allows  the  ques- 
tion. 


4185 
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Q.  Then  there  is  as  between  — 

The  Court:  I  think  that  is  argument, 
counsel. 

Mr.  Wallace:     All  right. 

The  Court:  You  have  got  your  answer, 
"Yes." 

Q.  In  Exhibit,  I  ask  you  to  look  at  Exhibit 

4187  62,  I  think  you  have  it,  and  do  you  not  find 
there  that  5  and  7,  the  pages  5  and  7  referred 
to  in  your  testimony  here  are  original  type- 
written papers? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  object  again,  your 
Honor.  We  have  been  over  it  I  do  not 
know  how  many  times. 

The  Court:  The  witness  has  been 
asked  the  question  several  times,  and  he 
has  testified,  and  the  court  will  permit 
him  again  to  examine  the  papers  and  give 
his  estimate  or  knowledge  with  reference 
to  the  quality  of  these  documents  from 
the  standpoint  of  their  physical  condi- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  The  original  as  to  type- 
writing only. 

By   the    Court : 

Q.  Can  you  state  whether  these  papers  are 
originals,  as  to  typewriting  only;  in  other  words, 
whether  it  is  the  first  copy,  a  copy  struck  by  the 
die,  or  whether  it  is  a  copy  made  through  the 
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instrumentality  of  carbon  paper?  A.  In  my 
opinion  these  two  pages  are  the  pages  struck 
by  the  type  or  the  die. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  Now  a  motion,  if  ti 
pleases  the  court,  now,  if  it  pleases  your 
Honor,  it  appearing  — 

The  Court.  Not  appearing.  Just  make 
your  motion,  please. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  move  that  Exhibit  65,     4190 
I   believe,   and   66,   that   it,    the   two   last 
pages  5  and  7  offered  in   evidence  here, 
■be  stricken  from  the  record  for  this  reas- 
on. 

The  Court:  The  reason  will  be  un- 
necessary. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  That  they  vary  from  the 
original  exhibit  in  that  certain  words  on 
the  second  page  5  offered  in  evidence, 
are  stricken  out  and  do  not  appear  in  the 
original  exhibit  62,  and  therefore  the 
second  page  offered  in  evidence  is  not  a 
true  copy  of  the  first  page,  it  varies. 

The  Court:  The  Court  holds  that  that 
is  not  material  one  way  or  the  other.  The 
papers  are  in  with  the  history  of  the 
papers.  The  objection  is  overruled.  Ex- 
ception to  counsel  for  the  defendant. 

Mr.   Hazleton:     Exception,    sir. 

Redirect   Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Now   Mr.   Daly,  will  you   take   Exhibit   62 
and  read  the  first  sentence  which  begins  at  the 
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second  line  of  page  5  of  that  exhibit,  and  read 
lines  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  and  to  the  word  "planned" 
where  you  see  a  period.  A.  Beginning  at  line 
2  and  reading  to  line  8:  "I  received  this  letter 
some  time  during  the  week  of  March  14th,  pro- 
bably three  or  four  days  before  the  19th,  exactly 
when  I  don't  remember;  and  I  received  another 
letter  on  Saturday  morning,  March  19th,  which 
was  a  very  formal  letter  from  Mr.  Gray,  stating 

4193  that  he  would  be  at  my  house  on  Saturday,  March 
19th,  about  11.30  P.  M.  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting rid  of  my  husband  by  going  through  with 
what  we  had  planned." 

Q.  Then  comes  a  period?    A.  A  period. 

Q.  Is  that  correct?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Then  the  words  appeared  there  which  were 
stricken  on  Exhibit  65  are  as  follows,  are  they 
not:  "On  Saturday  March  19th,  period"?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Correct?     A.  That  is  right. 

4194  The  Court:     Any  further  cross  exami- 
nation? 

Mr.  Hazleton:     No,  sir. 
Mr.  Miller:     No,  sir. 


JAMES  J.  CONROY,  of  No.  171-25  45th  Avenue 
Flushing,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the.  People,  having  first  been  duly 
sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  you  are  an  attorney  at  law?   ^ 
A.  I  am. 
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Q.  And  you  are  an  Assistant  District  Attor- 
ney in  the  office  of  the  District  Attorney  of 
Queens  County?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  office  of  the  District  At- 
torney in  Queens  County  on  about  midnight  of 
March  21,  1927,  or  the  very  early  morning  hours 
of  March  22nd,   1927?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  Was  the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray 
there?    A.  He  was. 

Q.  I  show  you  this  paper  and  ask  you  to     4196 
look  at  it  and  tell  me  if  you  were  present  when 
that  paper  was  signed?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  paper  signed?  A.  Signed 
by  the  defendant  Henry  Judd  Gray. 

Q.  And  that  is  his  signature?    A.  It  is. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  the  paper  in 
evidence. 

Mr.  Miller:     May  I  see  the  paper? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  First  I  will  make  my 
objection.  4. 197 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  I 
will  make  my  objection  for  the  defend- 
ant Gray. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Go  right  ahead. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  object  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  paper  into  evidence  on  the 
ground  that  at  the  time  this  defendant 
Gray  signed  this  paper  he  was  under 
duress;  his  signature  to  this  paper  was 
obtained  by  force,  by  coercion,  by  threats, 
and  by  promise,  and  for  this  reason  I  ob- 
ject   to    the    introduction    of    this    paper, 
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as  it  is  not  a  voluntary  statement  given 
by  the  defendant  Gray. 

The  Court:  Does  counsel  desire  to 
cross-examine  any  witness  or  this  wit- 
ness before  the  Court  rules  upon  the 
admissibility  of  the  paper? 

Mr.  Miller:  Well,  I  believe,  if  your 
Honor  pleases  we  have  examined  witness- 
es this  morning  on  this  very  point. 

4199  The  Court:     Answer  just  yes  or  no. 
Mr.  Miller:     Not  at  this  time. 

The  Court:     Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton:  If  it  please  the  Court, 
it  is  the  same  objection  as  heretofore,  but 
I  will  state  it  again  that  is,  no  conspiracy 
has  to  date  been  proved,  and  the  alleged 
confession  of  the  co-defendant  Gray  is 
merely  narrative  and  is  in  nowise  bind- 
ing upon  the  defendant  Snyder,  and  even 
if  admitted  and  read  to  the  jury  will  un- 

4200  doubtedly  have  a  prejudicial  effect  against 
her. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled.  The 
Court  instructs  the  jury  that  this  state- 
ment or  paper  now  offered  in  evidence 
is  evidence  against  the  one  making  it 
only,  and  that  it  will  not  be  considered 
as  evidence  against  anyone  else,  and  that 
it  is  offered  and  received  in  evidence  only 
as  against  the  one  making  it,  until  the 
Court  otherwise  instructs  the  jury. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception,  sir. 

Mr.    Miller:  Exception.      May    the    de- 
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fendant   Gray   at  this   time   examine   this 
paper? 

The  Court:  It  may  be  examined  by 
the  defendant  Gray  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  will  ask  your  Honor's 
indulgence  for  a  few   seconds. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  If  the  Court  please, 
there  are  quite  a  few  pages.  I  would  like 
to  read  it.  It  will  take  ten  or  fifteen 
minutes.     It  is  quite  long.  4202 

The  Court:  Is  it  the  suggestion  of 
counsel  that  a  recess  be  taken  now? 

Mr.  Hazleton:  And  the  time  used  by 
counsel  will  not  be  wasted,  because  we 
will  have  to  read  this,  and  if  we  take  a 
recess  now  it  will  not  keep  your  Honor. 

The  Court:  If  it  is  the  suggestion  of 
all  counsel  that,  as  we  are  now  within 
six  minutes  of  the  recess  hour,  that  we 
take  a  recess  now  — 

Mr.    Hazleton:  Yes,    but   first    might    I     4203 
have    the    privilege    of    conferring    after 
the  recess  with  the  defendant  Snyder  in 
one  of  these   rooms   up  here   before   she 
is  taken  down? 

The  Court:     That  will  be  granted. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  And  confer  alone,  with- 
out the  presence  of  the  matron.  The 
matron  may  remain  outside  the  door. 

The  Court:  You  will  be  granted  that 
permission. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  would  like  very 
much,  your  Honor,  to  have  concluded  this 
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phase  of  the  case  today.  If  it  is  merely 
the  reading  of  the  exhibit,  that  would 
only  take  probably  ten  or  fifteen  minutes. 

The  Court:  The  difficulty  is  that  coun- 
sel wishes  or  has  expressed  the  desire  — 
and  it  is  the  counsel's  right  —  to  examine 
the  exhibit  before  it  is  received. 

Mr.   Newcombe:     Yes,   sir. 

The  Court:     And  the  Court,  of  course, 

4205  must  yield  to  that  request.  The  Court 
cannot  tell  how  long  counsel  will  take.  If 
counsel  is  going  to  take  considerable  time, 
and  both  counsel  wish  to  examine  the  ex- 
hibit, we  may  have  a  considerable  loss 
of  time. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  In  that  case,  I  haven't 
the  slightest  objection.  I  though  it  was 
only  the  case  of  Mr.  Miller  reading  the 
exhibit,  and  then  have  final  disposition 
of  it. 

Mr.   Miller:     No. 

4206  Mr.  Hazleton:     No. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Did  they  want  it  this 
afternoon? 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  would  give 
us  this  afternoon  so  that  we  can  read 
it  and  digest  it  very  thoroughly,  so  that 
we  can  proceed  tomorrow  morning,  it 
would  be  helpful.  It  would  take  quite  a 
little  time,  and  I  wouldn't  like  to  hold 
your  Honor  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Court:  There  is  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Court.  It  is  only  the 
question  of  how  much  time  you  gentlemen 
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feel  you  require  to  read  this  document  — 
as  it  is  your  right  to ;  it  is  a  lengthy  docu- 
ment and  if  you  are  going  to  read  it,  and 
read  it  over  deliberately,  it  seems  to  the 
Court  idle  that  we  should  stay  here  a 
half  or  three-quarters  of  an  hour  while 
counsel  on  both  sides  study  this  document. 

Mr.  Miller:  That  is  correct,  your  Hon- 
or. 

The   Court:     If  that  is   your   purpose,     4208 
then  the  Court  will  entertain  the  motion 
for  a  recess  now. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  so  move,  your  Hon- 
or. 

Mr.  Miller:  Your  Honor,  it  will  take 
about  45  minutes  to  read  it. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  As  to  the  custody  of 
the  document,  may  it  be  in  the  custody 
of  the  Court? 

The  Court:  The  document  will  be 
deemed  in  the  custody  of  the  Court. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  don't  think  it  should 
be  taken  from  the  courtroom. 

The  Court:  No,  it  shall  not  be  taken 
from  the  courtroom. 

Mr.  Millard:  May  we  have  the  privi- 
lege — 

The  Court:  The  court  recognizes  coun- 
sel on  both  sides  as  officers  of  the  court, 
and  the  court  will  entrust  the  evidence, 
this  document,  to  counsel,  as  officers  of 
the  court. 

Mr.  Millard:  May  we  confer  with  our 
client,  Mr.  Gray? 
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The  Court :  You  have  the  same  privi- 
lege. You  may  confer  with  the  defend  - 
and  Gray  privately  in  one  of  the  rooms 
adjacent  to  the  court. 

Mr.  Millard:  Thank  you  very  much. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen'  of  the  jury, 
we  are  about  to  take  the  recess  until  to- 
morrow morning.  The  court  admonishes 
you   that   you   do    not    discuss    this    case 

4211  among  yourselves,  nor  shall  you  suffer 
anyone  to  speak  to  you  about  it.  You 
shall  refrain  from  reading  all  newspaper 
accounts  of  the  case,  and  you  will  keep 
your  minds  open  until  the  case  is  finally 
submitted  to  you  for  your  consideration. 

The  defendants  will  now  withdraw. 

(The  defendants  retire  from  the  court 
room.) 

The  Court:  Recess  will  be  taken  until 
tomorrow  morning  at  10.00  o'clock. 

(Court  adjourned  to  April  27th,  1927, 
42,2  at  10.00  A.  M.) 


The   People   v.   Ruth   Snyder   and 
Henry  Judd  Gray. 

April  27,  1927. 
Trial  continued. 


The  Court:     You  may  call  the  roll. 

(Roll  call  of  jurors,  all  answering  pre- 
sent.) 

The  Court:     The  People  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  last 
evening  before  court  adjourned,  we  stated 
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that  we  did  not  think  it  advisable  — 

The  Court:     Do  not  say  what  was  said. 

Mr.  Miller:  We  desire  to  call  several 
witnesses  with  regard  to  this  confession, 
and  we  will  ask  your  Honor  to  permit  us 
to  call  these  witnesses  after  Mr.  Conroy 
has  retired  from   the   witness   stand. 

The  Court :    That  will  be  your  privilege. 

Mr.  Miller:     Thank  you. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     Now,  do  I  understand     4214 
that  there  is  to  be  an  examination  of  Mr. 
Conroy  on  the  question  of  the  admissibility 
of  this  exhibit. 

The  Court:  The  court  understands 
that  the  defendant  Gray  will  have  the  op- 
portunity of  cross  examining  Mr.  Con- 
roy. They  then  under  our  ruling  and  the 
decisions  will  have  the  right  to  call  wit- 
nesses to  bear  upon  the  point  which  they 
presently  raised.  Of  course,  those  wit- 
nesses are  their  witnesses.  Have  the 
People  further  questions  to  ask  of  Mr 
Conroy? 

Mr.  Newcombe:  \Vnen  we  adjourned 
last  night,  your  Honor,  I  offered  in  evi- 
dence a  statement  which  the  witness  testi- 
fied had  been  signed  by  the  defendant 
Gray  in  his   presence. 

The  Court :  And  the  court  understands 
the  objections  have  been  made  thereto. 
The  court  has  reserved  decision  on  those 
objections  pending  the  perusal  of  the  al- 
oaro  to  orooo  examine  Mr.  Conroy? 
leged   statement  by  counsel.     Do   counsel 

ea^e  ih  cross  e?o 7777^ c  ????; 
6  o  ?->  1-0 
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Mr.   Miller:     Yes,  your  Honor. 
The    Court:      You    may    proceed    with 
the  cross   examination. 

Cross-Examination 
By  Mr.  Miller: 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  you  are  an  Assistant  District 
Attorney  of  Queens  County?     A.  I  am. 

Q.  And  you  were  an  Assistant  District  Attor- 
4^1'     ney  of  Queens  County  on  March  22,  1927,  were 
you  not?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  see  Mr.  Gray,  Henry 
Judd  Gray?    A.  On  March  21st. 

Q.  "What  hour  of  the  day  or  night  was  it  that 
you  first  saw  Mr.  Gray?  A.  Around  eight 
o'clock  in  the  evening. 

Q.  And  where  did  you  first  see  him,  Mr.  Con- 
roy?   A.  At  Albany. 

Q.  And  you  accompanied  Mr.  Gray  to  New 
York  City  on  the  train?  A.  Yes,  sir. 
4218  Q.  Who  else  besides  you  were  on  the  train 
with  Mr.  Gray?  A.  Inspector  Gallagher,  Mr. 
Thornton,  Lieutenant  McDermott,  and  Lieuten- 
ant Brown. 

Q.  Anyone   else?     A.  Mrs.  Lane. 

Q.  Mrs.  Lane?  A.  Yes,  a  stenographer  from 
the  District  Attorney's  office. 

Q.  And  were  any  of  the  statements  made  by 
Mr.  Gray  taken  down  by  the  stenographer  on 
the   train?     A.  They  were  not. 

Q.  During  that  journey  from  Albany  to  New 
York  did  you  question  Mr.  Gray  with  regard  to 
his  participation  in  the  matter?     A.  Yes. 
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Q.  And  was  the  questioning  constant  and  con- 
tinuous?    A.  It  was  not. 

Q.  Who  else  besides  you  questioned  him  on 
the  train,  Mr.  Conroy?  A.  Mr.  Thornton  ques- 
tioned him.  I  believe  Inspector  Gallagher  asked 
some  questions,  and  McDermott  asked  some 
questions. 

Q.  Did  Lieutenant  Brown  ask  some  questions, 
Mr.  Conroy?     A.  Oh,  he  may  have  asked  ques- 
tions.    I  do  not  remember   that  he  took  much     4220 
part  in  it. 

Q.  So  that  all  those  who  accompanied  Mr. 
Gray  to  New  York  City  kept  plying  him  with 
questions?     A.  They  did  not. 

Q.  Was  there  a  cessation  of  the  questioning 
at  any  time,  and  will  you  please  state  for  how 
long  a  time  the  questioning  ceased?  A.  Yes, 
there  was  a  cessation  several  times  when  we  — 

Q.  For  how  long  a  period,  Mr.  Conroy?  A. 
Oh,  I  would  say  maybe  15  minutes  at  a  time. 
That    occurred   several   times.  4221 

Q.  How  many  times  would  you  say?  A.  I 
would   say  several   times   that  it   stopped. 

Q.  Not  more  than  several  times?     A.  No. 

.Q  And  how  long  did  that  journey  take  from 
Albany  to  New  York  City,  Mr.  Conroy?  A. 
About  three  hours. 

Q.  So  that,  in  your  opinion,  the  questioning 
continued  for  a  period  of  about  two  and  one 
half  hours?     A.  It  didn't. 

Q.  For  how  many  hours  did  the  questioning 
continue?  A.  I  would  say  an  hour  or  an  hour 
and  a  half. 


1408 
James  J.  Conroy — Cross  Examination 
42-2  Called  in  behalf  of  People 

Q.  Did  you,  or  any  of  the  others,  accompany- 
ing Henry  Judd  Gray  to  New  York,  state  to 
Mr.  Gray  that  Mrs.  Snyder  had  confessed?  A. 
I  did  not.  I  don't  know  whether  anyone  else 
did  or  not.     I  didn't  hear  any. 

Q.  You  are  positive  of  that  ?  A.  I  am  posi- 
tive of  it. 

Q.  You  never  made  the  statement  to  Mr.  Gray 
that  Mrs.  Snyder  had  confessed? 


4223 


The  Court :     The  witness  has  answered 
no,  I  think  we  need  not  repeat. 


Q.  During  that  time  Mr.  Conroy  was  Henry 
Judd  Gray  placed  under  arrest?  A.  Do  you 
mean  he  was  formally  arrested? 

Q.  Formally  arrested,  yes?  A.  Not  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  Did  you  at  any  time  during  that  journey 
state  to  Mr.  Gray  that  any  statement  he  would 
499.  make  would  be  used  against  him?  A.  I  did 
not.     I  know  of  no  such  duty. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Gray  ask  to  see  counsel?  A.  He 
did  not. 

Q.  And  when  did  you  arrive  in  New  York, 
Mr.  Conroy?  A.  When  did  we  arrive  in  New 
York? 

Q.  In  New  York  City?  A.  Eleven  something. 
I  think  11.35  or  11.45  P.  M. 

Q.  And  where  was  Mr.  Gray  taken  then?  A. 
To  the  District  Attorney's  office  in  Queens 
County. 

Q.  And  when  did  he  arrive  at  the  District  At- 


1409 
James  J.  Conroy — Cross  Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  4225 

torneys  office  of  Queens  County?  A.  I  think 
around  half  past  twelve. 

Q.  And  what  happened  after  then?  A.  Mr. 
Gray  was  brought  in  to  Mr.  Newcombe's  room, 
and  Mr.  Newcombe  said  he  understood  that  he 
had  told  the  whole  truth  about  the  matter,  and 
asked  him  if  he  wanted  to  make  a  statement,  and 
he  said  he  did.  The  stenographer  was  called  in, 
and  Mr.  Newcombe  said  you  go  ahead  and  tell 
the  story  in  your  own  words.    He  told  his  story.     4226 

Q.  Who  were  present  at  the  time  Mr  Gray 
was  brought  in  to  the  District  Attorney's  office, 
and  during  the  time  that  he  was  telling  his? 
story,  Mr.  Conroy?  A.  Mr.  Newcombe,  Com- 
missioner McLaughlin,  Mr.  Thornton,  Miss  Kulis- 
the  stenographer,  I  think  Inspector  Gallagher 
and  Lieutenant  McDermott. 

Q.  Was   not    Detective    Hahner    there   at    the 

time?    A.  No,  I  don't  think  Hahner  was  in  the 

room. 

Q.  Was    not    Detective    Fallon    there    at    the 

4.997 
time?     A.  No,  I  don't  remember  seeing  Fallon.     ***' 

Q.  Was  not  Assistant  District  Attorney  Rob- 
inson  there  at  the  time?  A.  I  don't  remember 
seeing  Robinson. 

Q.  Did  not  Robinson  come  into  the  room  on 
several  occasions  during  that  evening?    A.  Yes — 

Q.  During  that  morning,  I  mean?  A.  Yes,  he 
may  have  come  into  the  room. 

Q.  And  was  District  Attorney  Higgins  there 
at  the  time?  A.  I  don't  remember  seeing  him 
there. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  McClancy  in  the  District  Attor- 
ney's office  at  the  time?     A.  Do  you  mean  the 
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District  Attorney's  general  office  or  in  the  room? 

Q.  Did  Mr.  McClancy  walk  into  the  room 
where  District  Attorney  Xewcombe  and  Mr. 
Gray  were  in?  A.  I  don't  remember  seeing  him 
there. 

Q.  About  how  many  people  do  yon  think  were 
there  all  told  besides  those  that  you  have  men- 
tioned? A.  You  mean  in  the  room,  besides  those 
I  have  mentioned?     I  do  not  think  there  were 

4229  any  besides  those  I  have  mentioned. 

Q.  But  some  of  the  attaches  of  the  District 
Attorney's  office  kept  coming  in  and  going  out, 
did  they  not?     A.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Robinson  that  evening? 
A.  I  saw  him  around  the  office  some  place. 

Q.  And  he  didn't  walk  into  the  room  where 
Mr.  Gray  was  being  questioned  by  the  District 
Attorney's  office?  A.  I  said  I  did  not  remem- 
ber him  walking  into  the  room. 

Q.  Didn't  Mr.  Robinson  speak  to  Mr.  New- 
combe  that  morning? 


4230 


The  Court :    "Where  do  you  mean  P 

Mr.  Miller:  In  the  District  Attorney's 
office,  at  the  time  that  Henry  Judd  Gray 
was  being  question. 

The  Court :  The  witness  has  testified 
that  he  did  not  see  him  come  in  the  room, 
he  did  not  see  him  go  out  of  the  ruom. 
I  suppose  you  can  ask  the  question 
whether  then,  not  having  seen  him  go  in 
or  come  out.  whether  he  was  there  all  the 
time. 

Mr.  Miller:    I  am  trying  to  refresh  Mr. 
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Conroy 's   memory   on   that   phase   of   the 
situation. 

Q.  Were  any  questions  being  asked  of  Henry 
Judd  Gray  at  that  particular  time,  the  morning 
of  March  22nd,  at  the  time  he  was  brought  in 
from  Syracuse,  New  York?  A.  You  mean  when 
he  was  making  his  statements,  were  any  ques- 
tions asked? 

Q.  Yes.     A.  Some  questions  were  asked,  yes.     4232 

Q.  Wasn't  the  statement  in  question  and  an- 
swer form,  Mr.  Conroy?     A.  It  was  not. 

Q.  When  did  the  questioning  begin?  A.  Why,  he 
made  the  statement  in  his  own  way  until  he  had 
finished.  I  believe  some  questions  were  asked 
him  about  the  sashweight  and  the  handkerchief 
and  the  picture  wire,  and  things  like  that  were 
shown  to  him,  and  he  was  asked  some  questions 
about  that,  and  he  identified  them. 

Q.  And  what  time  of  the  morning  was  that 
when  the  questions  commenced?  A.  It  was  after 
one  o'clock.     I  don't  know  just  what  time. 

Q.  And  how  long  did  Mr.  Gray  remain  with 
the  District  Attorney  the  morning  of  March 
22nd  from  the  time  he  was  brought  in  from  Sy- 
racuse to  New  York?  A.  He  was  there  a  couple 
of  hours. 

Q.  What  time  did  Mr.  Gray  leave  the  district 
Attorney's  office?  A.  I- would  say  it  was  after 
three  o'clock;  I  don't  know  just  what  time. 

Q.  Would  you  say  it  was  nearer  four,  Mr. 
Conroy?     A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  And  where  was  Mr.  Gray  taken  to  then? 
A.  I  don't  know.     I  didn't  go  with  him. 


4233 
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Q.  Did  you  arrange  to  have  Mr.  Gray  taken 
to  the  Jamaica  precinct,  Mr.  Conroy?  A.  No  I 
didn't  make  such  arrangements. 

Q.  And  all  that  time  Mr.  Gray  was  not  for- 
mally under  arrest,  was  he?  A.  Not  that  I 
know. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Gray  was  never  arraigned?  A.  Do 
you  mean  — 

Q.  After  that.     A.  Between  12  and  3? 

4235  Q-  Immediately.     A.  No,  he  wasn't  arraigned. 
Q.  Didn't  Gray  tell  you  that  he  had  been  up 

for  three  successive  nights,  Mr.  Conroy?  A.  He 
did  not. 

Q.  What,  if  anything,  did  Mr.  Gray  tell  you 
as  to  his  physical  condition?  A.  I  don't  remem- 
ber him  telling  me  anything  about  his  physical 
condition. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Gray  look  tired  and  exhausted?  A. 
No,  I  wouldn't  say  he  looked  exhausted. 

Q.  Did  he  look  tired?    A.  Yes,  he  looked  tired. 

Q.  And  he  asked  to  get  it  through  as  quickly 
as  possible,  did  he  not?    A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you?  A.  Along  that 
line? 

Q.  Yes.  A.  I  don't  remember  that  he  said 
anything  along  that  line. 

Q.  Didn't  he  say  that  he  wanted  some  sleep? 
A.  I  didn't  hear  him  say  that. 

Q.  Didn't  Gray,  during  that  time,  ask  that 
he  be  permtited  to  see  a  lawyer?  A.  He  did 
not. 

Q.  At  no  time  during  the  examination  by  the 
District  Attorneys  did  Mr.  Gray  ask  to  see  a 
lawyer?     A.  At   no   time   did  he   ask   to    see   a 
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lawyer,  on  the  day  down  in  the  train  or  during 
his  examination. 

Q.  As  far  as  you  personally  know?  A.  Well, 
that  is  what  I  am  testifying  about. 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  did  you  see  a  Mr.  Kenny  on 
the  train  from  Albany  to  New  York?  A.  I  don't 
know  Mr.   Kenny.     I  may  have   seen  him. 

Q.  Did  you  see  anyone  on  the  train  outside 
of  the  party  that  was  accompanying  Mr.  Gray 
to  New  York?     A.  Yes  —  4238 

The  Court:     Anybody  he  knew. 

Q.  Did  anyone  approach  you  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Gray  during  the  time  that  the  train  was  making 
its  journey  from  Albany  to  l\ew  York  City?  A. 
There  were  a  lot  of  reporters  on  the  train.  I 
believe  they  were  all  around  the  door  of  the 
compartment  there. 

Q.  Did  not  a  certain  Mr.  Kenny  approach  you 
and  state  to  you  that  a  lawyer  was  waiting  for 
Mr.  Gray  at  42nd  Street,   Grand  Central,   New     4-239 
York  City?     A.  No,  I  don't  remember  anybody 
telling  me  that. 

Q.  Nobody  told  you  about  a  lawyer  awaiting 
Mr.  Gray's  arrival  at  New  York  City?  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  that  Mr.  Gray  was — 

Mr.    Millard:      He    was    going    to    say 
something. 

Mr.    Newcombe:     Let   him    alone. 
^  The    Witness:      I    believe    Gray    said 
something   about,    I   don't   know    whether 
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it  was  Kenny,  I  believe  he  said  he  knew 
somebody  on  the  train,  somebody  that 
had  been  sitting  with  him  on  the  ride 
down,  some  friend  of  his. 

Q.  Did  he  mention  anything  about  a  lawyer! 
A.  No,    sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  that  Mr.  Gray  was 
taken  off  at  125th  Street  instead  of  Grand  Cen- 

4241  tral  station,  Mr.  Conroy?  A.  Why,  we  wanted 
to  duck  the  reporters  and  the  photographers  at 
Grand  Central  station,  and  made  arrangements 
that  we  get  off  at  125th  Street  and  jump  into 
automobiles   and  come  right  over  here. 

Q.  And  that  was  done!  A.  We  got  off  an.i 
got  in  automobiles,  yes. 

Q.  Isn't  it  a  fact  that  during  the  journey, 
Lieutenant  McDermott  exhibited  a  paper  and 
stated  to  Judd  Gray  that  this  was  a  paper 
wherein  Mrs.  Snyder  confessed?  A.  No,  I  did 
not  see  him  do  that. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  wasn't  Mr.  Gray  tok- 
en off  at  125th  Street  in  order  that  he  might 
not  get  into  communication  with  a  lawyer?  A. 
No. 

Mr.  Miller:     That  is  all. 

The  Court:  Any  further  questions  by 
the   People? 

Mr.  Miller:  I  want  to  ask  another 
question. 

By  Mr.  Miller: 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Gray  allowed  to  sleep  at  all  from 
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the    time    he    reached    the    District    Attorney's 
office  until  the  time  he  left? 

The  Court:  You  say  allowed  to  sleep? 
What  do  you  mean  by  that  I 

Q.  Did  he  sleep?  Did  he  ask  to  be  permitted 
to  take  a  nap  or  perhaps  some  rest?  A.  He  did 
not. 

Q.  Did  he  sleep  at  any  time  during  the  entire     4044 
examination  by  the  District  Attorney?     A.  No, 
he  did  not. 

The  Court:  Counsel  for  the  defendant 
Snyder  may  cross-examine. 

Mi*.  Hazelton:     No  cross-examination. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  just  want  to  ask  one 
or   two   questions. 


Redirect  Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  You  were  asked  the  question  did  Gray 
ask  to  see  an  attorney,  and  I  think  your  answer 
was  no.  Did  he  ask  to  communicate  with  his 
mother?     A.  He  did. 

Q.  Was  he  permitted  to  communicate  with  his 
mother?  A.  He  was,  and  he  did  communicate 
with  her. 

Q.  On  the  trip  down  from  Albany  was  Mrs. 
Lane  the  stenographer  in  the  compartment,  or 
was  she  outside?  A.  She  was  outside.  She  came 
into  the  compartment  just  as  we  were  coming 
into  New  York  so  she  could  put  on  her  wraps 
there,  and  Gray  was  introduced  to  her. 
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Q.  Did  you  observe  Gray's  condition  on  the 
way  down  from  Albany  to  New  York  and  while 
in  the  District  Attorneys  office?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  his  condition?  A.  Why,  I 
thought  his  condition  was  very  good.  He  was 
very  keen,  told  stories  on  the  way  down,  and 
laughed  and  joked  about  things,  had  good  mem- 
ory, remembered  everything  and  told  his  story 
very  clearly. 
4247 

By   Mr.    Millard: 

Q.  You  say  Judd  Gray  laughed  and  joked 
after  he  had  been  apprised  .of  the  fact  that  he 
was  charged  with  murder?  A.  I  say  that  when 
I  got  on  the  train  at  Albany  he  joked  about  his 
being  in  the  clutches  of  the  law  and  said  it  was 
the  first  time  he  ever  had  that  experience. 

Q.  And  officers  were  with  him  at  the  time  who 
had  brought  him  from  Syracuse?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  On  this  charge,  and  yet  he  was  laughing 
4248     and  joking?     A.  Yes,  he  was. 

Q.  That  is  right.  Did  you  hear  anyone,  Mr. 
Conroy,  on  the  train  say  to  Judd  Gray,  "Ruth 
Snyder  has  confessed  and  has  implicated  you. 
You  better  come  across?"  A.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber anybody  saying  that. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anyone  saying  to  him 
that  Ruth  Snyder  had  confessed?  A.  No,  I 
don't  remember  that. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Judd  Gray  was  not 
permitted  to  communicate  with  his  mother  until 
after  the  confession,  was  he?    A.  He  didn't  ask 
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until  after  he  confessed,  and  tfien  he  was  per- 
mitted to. 

Q.  And  it  was  after  he  had  signed  that  state- 
ment that  he  was  permitted  to  communicate  witli 
his  mother?  A.  It  was  after  the  statement  be- 
fore he  asked  to  communicate  with  his  mother. 

Q.  All  right.  Whether  he  asked  or  not,  it 
was  after  he  signed  the  statement  that  he  com- 
municated with  his  mother?     A.  That  is  right. 

Q.  And  he  had  not   communicated   with   any     4250 
lawyer  before  he  made  the  statement,  had  he? 
A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Were  you  apprised  of  the  fact,  Mr.  Con- 
roy, when  Judd  Gray  was  being  questioned  in 
the  District  Attorney's  office,  that  there  was  a 
lawyer  outside  waiting  to  see  him?  A.  I  didn't 
know  that  until  I  saw  Mr.  Miller,  until  he  came 
in  the  room. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anyone  say  there  that  no 
counsel  could  see  him  then?    A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  This  man  was  not  under  arrest,  Judd 
Gray,  at  the  time,  was  he?    A.  At  what  time,  sir? 

Q.  When  he  was  being  examined  in  the  Dis- 
trict Attorney's  office.  I  don't  mean  yesterday; 
I  mean  that  particular  night.    A.  No. 

Q.  But  he  was  being  detained  there,  wasn't 
he?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  He  couldn't  go  and  come  of  his  free  will, 
could  he?     A.  I  don't  know;  he  didn't  try  to. 

Q.  He  couldn't  have  left  that  room,  Conroy, 
and  you  know  it,  don't  you?  A.  Why,  no.  We 
wouldn't  let  him  go,  of  course. 

Q.  Of  course  not.  He  wasn't  arraigned  in  the 
City  Magistrate's   Court,  was  he?     A.  We   got 
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into  New  York  some  time  around  twelve,  and 
he  went  out  of  our  office  at  three.  Between  12 
and  3  in  the  morning  he  was  not  arraigned  be- 
fore anv  City  Magistrate,  no. 

Q.  And  he  did  not  leave  there  until  nearly 
four  o'clock  in  the  morning?  A.  I  said  it  was 
after  three.     I  don't  remember  the  exact  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  the  laws  of  this  State 
require  that  he  shall  be  arraigned  immediately? 

4253  A.  I  don't  know  that  the  laws  say  immediately. 
I  never  saw  that. 

Q.  As  soon  as  possible?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  —  night  or  day,  is  not 
that  the  law?  A.  As  soon  as  conveniently  may 
be. 

Q.  Night  or  day?  A.  As  soon  as  conveniently 
may  be. 

Q.  Does  not  the  law  say  night  or  day?  A.  No, 
I  don't  think  it  does. 

Q.  Well,  look  at  it.  Now,  was  there  anything 
to  prevent  —  was  there  anything  to  prevent 
Judd  Gray  being  arraigned  before  a  Magistrate 
between  the  hours  of  twelve  and  three?  A.  Yes, 
no  magistrates  in  the  Fourth  District  at  night. 

Q.  Could  you  not  have  obtained  a  Magistrate, 
Mr.  Conroy?     A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  he  was  arraigned?  A. 
I  don't  know  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  that?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  how  much  sleep  he  had 
that  night,  or  whether  he  was  allowed  to  sleep 
at  all,  or  when  he  was  arraigned?  A.  I  don't 
know.     I  didn't  see  him  after  he  left  the  office. 

Q.  What  if  anything  did  you  hear  any  of  the 
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police  officers  or  representatives  of  the  District 
Attorney's  office  say  to  Judd  Gray  concerning  a 
confession,  an  alleged  confession  made  by  Ruth 
Snyder?  A.  I  don't  remember  that  confession 
of  Ruth  Snyder  was  mentioned   at   all. 

Q.  Did  you  not  hear  McDermott  yesterday 
tell  you  that  he  showed  to  him  a  paper  in  which 
a  purported  confession  was  set  forth?  A.  No, 
I  heard  him  say  between  Syracuse  and  Albany 
they  had  a  paper  in  the  compartment,  in  which  4256 
there  was  some  mention  of  that. 

Q.  And  that  he  showed  it  to  Gray?  A.  I 
don't  know  whether  he  showed  it  to  him  or  not. 

"Q.  Did  you  not  hear  him  state  that?     A.  No. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Ruth  Snyder  had  not 
made  any  confession  at  that  time,  had  she? 
A.  Yes,  she  had. 

Q.  Oh  —  when  he  was  on  the  train?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  time  did  Ruth  Snyder  make  her  con- 
fession or  alleged  confession?     A.  I  believe  she 
told  Commissioner  McLaughlin,  I  think  he  said     ,,ri 
yesterday,   around  — 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  will  have  to  object  to 
that. 

Q.  I  am  not  saying  anything  about  that. 
The  alleged  statement  that  was  produced  and 
offered  in  evidence. 

The  Court :  One  moment.  Let  us  avoid 
confusion.  The  court  will  hear  Mr.  Wal- 
lace. 

Mr.  Wallace:     Mr.   Hazleton. 
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Mr.  Hazleton:  I  object  to  his  answer 
that  he  believed  she  made  it  or  told  Com- 
missioner McLaughlin  at  a  certain  time. 
Unless  he  was  there  he  cannot  testify  to 
anything  that   occurred. 

The  Court:  The  court  strikes  out  the 
answer.  The  jury  will  disregard  the  ex- 
pression of  belief  of  the  witness  just  given. 
That  evidence  is  eliminated  from  the  case. 

4259  Try  to  eliminate  it  from  your  minds.  Do 
I  understand,  Judge  Millard,  the  question 
that  you  previously  asked  was  withdrawn ! 

Mr.  Millard:  Yes,  Judge,  I  do  with- 
draw it. 

The  Court:  It  is  withdrawn,  and  we 
will  start  fresh. 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  this  alleged  confession  which 
was  introduced  in  evidence  yesterday,  having 
been  made  by  Ruth  Snyder,  was  that  statement 
signed  by  Ruth  Snyder  prior  to  the  time  when 

4260  Judd  Gray  was  questioned  on  the  train?  A.  I 
don't  know.  I  was  not  there  when  the  state- 
ment was  signed. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Daly  testify  yesterday? 
A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  not  hear  him  say  that  is  was  signed 
at  the  District  Attorney's  office  between  the 
hours  of  twelve  and  three? 

The  Court:  It  is  immaterial  what  this 
witness  did  or  did  not  hear. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  He  did  not  say  that, 
your  Honor. 
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The  Court:  It  is  immaterial  what  this 
witness  did  or  did  not  hear  yesterday.  The 
court  excludes  the  question. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  If  your  Honor  please, 
my  objection  — 

The  Court:  The  question  is  excluded. 
There  is  no  answer. 

Q.  Do   you  know  whether   any   written    state- 
ment had  been  made  and  signed  by  Ruth  Sny-     ^262 
der  before  twelve  o'clock  that  night!    A.  Twelve 
o'clock  what  night,  sir? 

Q.  On  the  night  of  Monday,  March  21st?  A. 
Of  my  own  knowledge,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Did  you  —  do  you  recollect  at  this  time 
Mr.  Conroy,  how  many  police  officers  or  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  Attorney's  of- 
fice were  in  the  immediate  company  of  Judd  Gray 
between  Albany  and  Poughkeepsie?  A.  Yes,  sir; 
Mr.  Thornton,  Inspector  Gallagher,  Lieut.  Mc- 
Dermott,  Lieut.  Brown  and  I. 

Q.  And  one  after  another  would  ply  him  with     4263 
question    in    that    short    trip    from    Albany    to 
Poughkeepsie,   would  they  not?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  anything  said  to  Judd  Gray  in  your 
presence  between  Albany  and  Poughkeepsie 
about  the  grilling  that  he  had  undergone  at  Sy- 
racuse before  the  New  York  representatives 
came   there?     A.  No. 

Q.  These  men  sat  opposite  Gray,  and  at  his 
side  or  how  were  they  seated  at  the  time  they 
were  questioning  him?  A.  On  one  side  of  the 
compartment  Gray  was  seated  nearest  the  win- 
dow, and  next  to  him  was  Inspector  Gallagher. 
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Then  I  think  Brown  sat  on  Inspector  Gallagher's 
left.  On  the  other  side  I  sat  next  to  the  win- 
dow opposite  Gray,  and  McDermott  sat  next  to 
me,  and  Thornton  sat  next  to  him. 

Q.  And  at  that  time,  between  Albany  and 
Poughkeepsie  was  Gray  joking  or  laughing  at 
any  time  during  that  period?  A.  Yes.  He  told 
a  couple  of  stories,  funny  stories. 

Q.  And  they  were   repeating  the  same   ques- 

4265  tion  time  and  time  again  to  him,  were  they 
not?     A.  Not  the  same  question. 

Q.  Well,  practically  in   substance? 

The  Court:  Just  what  do  you  mean  by 
time  and  time  again?  I  think  it  is  rather 
indefinite. 

Q.  Repeatedly,  then,  a  number  of  times,  sev- 
eral times,  frequently.  A.  We  asked  him  to  tell 
of  his  movements  on  Friday,  Saturday  and  Sun- 
day, and  he  did. 

4266  Q.  Always  the  same  answer,  Mr.  Conroy?  A. 
Yes,  he  told  of  his  movement,  and  then  Mr. 
Thornton  came  in.  I  asked  him  would  he  please 
tell  him  again  so  Mr.  Thornton  could  hear  it, 
and  he  told  exactly  the  same  story  of  his  move- 
ments Friday,  Saturday  and  Sunday. 

Q.  When  did  he  break  as  we  call  it?  A.  He 
told  his  story  —  I  don't  know  —  some  place 
down  below  Poughkeepsie,  I  think. 

Q.  Below  Poughkeepsie,  wasn't  it,  Conroy?  A. 
I  think  so. 

Q.  Some  place  between  Poughkeepsie  and 
Harmon  or  Peekskill?     A.  I  think  so. 
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Q.  Isn't    that   your    recollection?     A.  It    was 
along  in  there. 
Q.  Yes?     A.  I  don't  know  where. 
Q.  Yes?    A.  We  weren't  paying  any  attention. 
Q.  Yes? 

The    Court:      Counsel    "yes,    yes"    are 
not  questions. 

Mr.  Millard:     Pardon  me,  your  Honor. 
I  am  just  emphasizing  my  own  thoughts.     ^268 

The  Court:  Please  refrain  from  empha- 
sizing. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  distance,  Mr.  Conroy, 
between  Syracuse  and  Harmon?  A.  No,  sir,  I 
do  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  it  is  over  200  miles? 
A.  That  would  be  just  guess.  I  really  don't 
know. 

Q.  It  would  be  a  guess?     A.  Yes. 
Q.  But  you  know  it  is  a  long  distance,  don't     4269 
you,  Mr.  Conroy?    A.  Yes,  it  is  a  long  distance. 

Mr.  Millard :  That  is  all. 

Recross  Examination  by  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  you  boarded  the  train  where? 
A.  At  Albany,  sir. 

Q.  During  the  time  that  you  came  down  with 
the  detectives  you  did  not  see  Mr.  Gray,  in  the 
presence  of  the  detectives,  reach  for  any  sort 
of  bottle  and  try  to  swallow  its  contents,  did 
you?    A.  I  did  not. 
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Mr.  Wallace:    That  is  all. 

Redirect  Examination  by  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  when  you  say  that  Gray  was 
joking,  that  was  while  he  was  persisting  in  the 
story  of  the  alibi,  was  it  not?     A.  It  was,  sir. 

Q.  And  after  he  said  he  was  going  to  tell  the 
truth  and  he  told  the  story  of  the  crime,  there 
was   no   more    joking,   was    there?      A.  No,    sir, 

4271  not  after  that. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all. 

The  Court:  Are  there  any  further 
question? 

Mr.  Wallace:     No  further  questions. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  would  like  to  have 
Lieutenant   Brown,   if  he   is  present. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  Anybody  whom  they 
want  I  will  call,  your  Honor. 


4272  MARTIN  JOSEPH  BROWN,  called  as  a  wit- 
ness on  behalf  of  the  People,  first  being  duly 
sworn,   testifies  as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  he  resides  at 
No.  635  Twelfth  Street,  College  Point, 
Queens  County,  New  York.) 

The  Court:  The  Court  is  going  to  sug- 
gest that  the  rule  which  generally  obtains 
should  be  followed,  and  that  a  witness 
should  be  cross-examined  by  but  one 
counsel  on  a  side. 

It  possibly  will  save  time  if  the  Court 
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states  that  the  witness  now  called  is  called 
by  the  defense,  and  certain  obligations  are 
incurred  by  that  procedure.  In  a  like 
circumstance  yesterday,  the  Court  per- 
mitted the  examination  to  take  the  form 
to  some  extent  of  a  cross  examination,  due 
to  the  relationship  existing  between  the 
witness  and  the  case.  The  Court  did  not 
want  to  rule  that  the  witness  was  hostile, 
but  the  Court  recognized  an  obvious  fact,  4274 
and  so  the  Court  allowed  great  latitude. 
The  Court  will  pursue  the  same  course, 
but  the  regular  rule  of  law  will  apply  and 
will  be  applied  here.  The  witnesses  you 
call   you   are    bound   by    their   testimony. 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Miller : 

Q.  Lieutenant  Brown,  you  are  an  officer  of 
the  Police  Department  of  the  City  of  New  York? 
A.  Yes.  4275 

Q.  Detective  Division?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  apprehended  Judd  Gray  at  Syra- 
cuse, New  York?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Please  tell  us  when?  A.  On  March  21st, 
at  about  1.15  or  1.30  P.  M. 

Q.  And  you  interrogated  him?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  From  that  time  on?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Until  when?  A.  Well,  it  was  not  continual. 
At  various  times  in  the  station  house  at  Syra- 
cuse, and  also  on  the  train  on  the  ride  from 
Syracuse  to  New  York  City. 
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Q.  Who  accompanied  you,  Lieutenant  Brown? 
A.  Lieutenant  McDermott. 

Q.  And  did  you  meet  a  party  from  the  Dis- 
trict Attorney's  office  at  Albany?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  who  were  in  the  party,  Lieutenant 
Brown?  A.  Assistant  District  Attorney  Conroy, 
Mr.   Thornton  and  Inspector  Gallagher. 

Q.  And  the  questioning  continued?  A.  Yes, 
sir. 

4277  Q-  Until  you  arrived  at  New  York  City?     A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Miller:     That  is  all. 

Mr.    Newcombe:      No    questions. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     No  questions. 

Mr.  Millard:  If  your  Honor  please,  we 
object  to  the  admission  of  this  particular 
statement  in  evidence  upon  the  ground 
that  it  was  taken  after  the  alleged  con- 
fession of  the  defendant  Gray  made  on 
the  train,  when  he  was  brought  from  Syra- 

4278  cuse,  on  the  same  night,  and  that  it  was 
obtained  by  means  of  compulsion,  co- 
ercion, duress,  and  fear,  and  was  not  his 
voluntary  act  or  made  of  his  own  free 
will,  and  therefore  was  illegally  and  un- 
lawfully  obtained. 

The   Court:     Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Millard:  Furthermore,  of  course, 
pursuant  to  our  further  objection  made 
throughout  this  case,  that  there  having 
been  no  conspiracy  shown  to  have  existe  1 
between  these  defendants,  and  that  this 
statement   had   been  made    subsequent   to 
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the  consummation  of  the  alleged  conspir- 
acy, it  is  inadmissible  as  evidence. 

The  Court:     Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazelton :  On  behalf  of  the  defend- 
ant Snyder,  if  it  please  the  Court,  I  ob- 
ject to  the  alleged  confession  upon  the 
ground  generally  that  it  is  incompe- 
tent, irrelevant,  immaterial,  and  upon  the 
special  or  specific  ground  that  no  con- 
spiracy has  been  proven  and  the  de-  4280 
clarations  of  an  alleged  conspirator  can- 
not be  received  for  the  purpose  of  prov- 
ing conspiracy,  and  I  cite  the  case  of 
Cuyler  vs.  McCartney  40  N.Y.  221. 

The  Court :  It  is  unnecessary  to  cite  any 
case.    Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception. 

Mr.  Millard:  Exception.  May  we  ask 
your  Honor  to  instruct  the  jury  that  it  is 
a  question  for  them  to  determine. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  this 
alleged  statement  of  confession  has  been 
admitted  in  evidence  by  the  Court,  and  it 
has  been  admitted  in  evidence  at  the  pres- 
ent time  as  against  the  one  making  it  or 
alleged  to  have  made  K,  the  defendant 
Gray.  The  Court  tells  you  that  you  will 
not  consider  it  binding  upon  anyone  else, 
for  it  is  offered  in  evidence  against  the 
defendant  Gray  and  the  defendant  Gray 
only.  You  will  heed  this  admonition  of 
the  Court  until  the  Court  may  otherwise 
instruct  you  upon  the  law  governing  the 
situation.     You  may  proceed. 
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Mr.  Millard:  I  also  ask  your  Honor  to 
instruct  the  jury  that  they  may  determine 
this  question  of  whether  the  alleged  con- 
fession was  obtained  by  duress  or  of  his 
own  free  will. 

The  Court :  It  is  generally  customary 
for  the  Court  to  instruct  the  jury  as  to 
the  law  after  the  case  has  been  summed 
up,  but  the  Court  will  yield  to  the  invita- 
tion of  Mr.  Millard  and  tell  the  jury  that 
4283  they  are  the  judges  of  the  fact,  and  it  will 

be  for  them  to  determine  whether  this 
alleged  confession  was  the  free  and  volun- 
tary act  of  the  defendant  and  under  the 
rule  that  the  Court  will  lay  down  what 
consideration  it  may  be  entitled  to,  under 
the  rule  that  the  Court  will  hereafter  lay 
down. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  received  in 
evidence  and  marked  People's  Exhibit  67.) 

Mr.  Miller:  We  respectfully  except. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  With  your  Honor's  per- 
mission, I  will  read  this  exhibit  to  the  jury. 

(People's  Exhibit  67  is  as  follows:) 

My  name  is  HENRY  JUDD  GRAY  and  I  live 
at  37  Wayne  Avenue,  East  Orange,  New  Jersey. 

I  make  this  statement  voluntarily  of  my  own 
free  will,  without  fear  or  coercion,  knowing  that 
anything  I  may  say  may  be  used  against  me. 

I  was  introduced  to  this  Mrs.  Snyder  about 
two  years  ago  in  town  by  Harry  Folsom.  I 
believe  that  he  had  picked  she  and  another  girl 
up  at  the  restaurant.  I. came  in  from  a  trip  and 
he  introduced  me  to  her.     I  didn't  see  her — I 


4284 


1429 
People's  Exhibit  67  in  Evidence 


4285 


don't  think — for  two  or  three  months  after  that. 
I  would  say  probably  it  was  two  months  when 
she  wrote  me  and  asked  me  to  get  her  a  corset. 
I  am  in  the  corset  business.  I  am  a  salesman. 
I  did  that.  "When  I  came  back — I  take  that 
back — I  think  it  was  in  May  I  met  her  and  I 
think  I  saw  her  in  June  the  next  time.  I  had 
lunch  with  she  and  Mr.  Folsom  at  Henry's.  He 
went  to  New  Canaan,  which  is  his  home  and  she 
came  over  to  my  office,  where  we  had  a  drink, 
and  I  took  her  to  the  station  and  put  her  on  a  4286 
train  over  at  the  Pennsylvania  station. 

I  think  the  next  time  I  saw  her  was  in  August, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  when  I  was  in  New  York. 
I  stayed  at  the  Waldorf  during  the  buying  season, 
which  is  in  August  and  February.  She  is  a 
woman  of  great  charm — I  probably  don't  have 
to  tell  you  that — and  I  did  like  her  very  much 
and  she  was  good  company  and  apparently  a 
good  pal  to  spend  an  eveningZ4//V^L. 

I  think  that  the  intimate  relations  started  in 
August,  if  I  am  not  mistaken.  I  mean  the  sexual 
relations.  Prior  to  that  I  am  pretty  positive  we 
didn't.  She  was  just  a  woman  that  I  respected, 
that  is  all.  I  think  in  September  we  started  to 
correspond.  I  was  in  the  habit  of  getting  two  or 
three  letters  a  day — one  practically  every  day 
when  I  was  away  from  home  as  well  as  in  N.  Y. 
office — and  in  October  or  November,  somewhere 
along  there  I  believe,  she  became  confidential  in 
the  fact  that  she  and  her  husband  were  not  get- 
ting along,  although  I  believe  that  she  told  me 
that  the  second  or  third  time  I  met  her. 

I  think  it  was  in  November  or-  December  that 
she  spoke  about  increasing  the  insurance  on  her 
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husband's  life.  I  think  that  was  in  December, 
1926.  She  told  me  that  it  was  to  be  $50,000,  as  I 
recall  the  figures. 

I  saw  quite  a  little  of  her  from  then  on  when 
I  wasn't  traveling.  She  would  come  in  town 
shopping  and  call  me  up.  She  called  me  con- 
siderable and  wrote  to  me  very  often.  I  will  say, 
to  use  the  slang,  she  played  me  pretty  hard  for 
awhile.  I  was  out  to  her  house  for  luncheon  and 
met  her  mother.  I  don't  think  her  mother  knew 
4289  of  the  relations  which  existed.  At  the  time  I 
met  her  I  told  her  I  was  married  and  there  could 
never  be  anything  between  us  as  far  as  we  were 
concerned  as  I  was  very  happy  at  home  and  had 
a  very  fine  wife. 

As  this  thing  kept  growing  she  made  several 
attempts  upon  his  life.  She  told  me  and  I  told 
her  I  thought  she  was  terrible.  That  was  some 
little  time  ago.  I  think  this  last  December  and 
January  and  February  there  were  more  attempts 
made.  I  think  in  two  instances  she  gave  him 
sleeping  powders  or  so-called  sleeping  powders 
and  turned  on  the  gas.  I  think  she  gave  him 
bichloride  of  mercury  at  the  time  he  was  sick 
with  hiccoughs,  also  after  that  more  was  given. 
She  wrote  me.  I  think — that  is  if  I  recall  it — 
she  gave  him  four  at  one  time  and  six  at  another 
and  all  her  plans  seemed  to  fail.  She  started 
then  to  hound  me  on  this  plan.  I  said,  abso- 
lutely no.  Then  I  didn't  see  her  as  often  as  I 
did.  I  was  reaching  the  point  where  I  was  begin- 
ning to  get  afraid.  It  was  about  six  weeks  ago. 
1  guess  she  and  her  husband  were  having  more 
strained  relations  than  usual.  She  told  me  that. 
As  a   matter  of  fact,  tbe  night  that  this  thing 
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happened  at  this  party,  I  believe  she  and  her 
husband  had  a  big  fight  that  night  and  she  said, 
"Isn't  it  strange  that  some  man  said  that  if  he 
didn't  treat  me  better  he  would  kill  him."  As 
I  recall  it,  there  were  at  least  five  or  six  attempts 
that  were  made  upon  his  life,  none  of  which  were 
successful.  Then  she  started  to  hound  me  upon 
this  plan  to  assist  her. 

I  have  always  been  a  gentleman  and  I  have 
always  been  absolutely  on  the  level  with  every- 
body. I  have  a  good  many  friends.  If  I  ever  4292 
have  after  this  I  don't  know.  And  I  absolutely 
refused  at  first  to  be  a  party  to  any  such  plan, 
and  with  some  veiled  threats  and  intents  of  love- 
making,  she  reached  the  point  where  she  got  me 
in  such  a  whirl  that  I  didn't  know  where  I  was 
at.  During  the  past  two  weeks  since  this  plan 
was  concocted  I  have  been  in  a  literal  hell.  That 
is  the  truth  because  I  have  a  very  fine  little  wife 
and  a  wonderful  little  daughter.  You  may  say 
that  it  is  strange  to  say  that  now. 

I  went  over  to  her  home  about  two  weeks  ago 
tonight  on  a  call  from  her  that  day  at  the  office 
and  I  think  I  walked  Queens  Village  for  two 
hours  and  a  half  and  absolutely  gave  up  any  idea 
of  it.  I  started  to  hear  from  her  again  when  I 
got  out  on  the  road  and  called  her  up  and  she 
said  this  night  of  last  Saturday  when  they  were 
going  to  a  party  that  she  would  leave  the  doors 
open  that  I  might  get  in.  So  I  went  in  the  house 
and  I  was  coming  downstairs  to  run  away  when 
they  drove  up  to  the  front.  I  had  to  duck 
upstairs  as  I  was  three-quarters  down.  I  went 
back  to  her  mother's  bedroom  and  sat  there  and 
she  came  in  and  came  upstairs.     She  asked  me 
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if  I  was  there.  These  implements  were  under- 
neath her  mother's  pillow.  She  had  written  me 
about  all  the  plans  and  details  of  what  it  was 
to  be  I  to  do. 

I  purchased  a  window  weight  and  I  purchased 
the  chloroform  for  her.  I  bought  the  handker- 
chief also.  This  may  sound  as  though  I  was  more 
vitally  interested  in  any  outcome.  I  wasn't,  be- 
cause I  never  really  in  my  own  mind  thought  that 
I  would  go  through  with  it.     As  I  was  saying, 

4295  she  came  in  that  night  and  she  said,  "You  are 
going  to  do  it,  aren't  you?"  I  said,  "I  think  I 
can."  I  sat  there  for  probably  an  hour.  They 
got  in  about  two  o'clock  and  I  told  her  to  go 
back  into  bed,  figuring  that  I  could  steal  away. 
But  she  didn't  go,  she  stood  right  there  at  the 
doorway  and  I  started  after  her.  She  went  first. 
I  followed  her  to  the  bedroom  and  it  was  I  that 
hit  him  the  first  blow  with  this  window  weight. 
He  started  to  fight  me  and  she  got  very  much 
excited.  I  scarcely  knew  what  did  happen  for  a 
short  time.  He  got  me  by  the  necktie  and  I 
think,  I  am  positive,  that  she  started  to  belabor 
him  with  this  sash  weight  after  that.  She  had 
the  bottle  of  chloroform  and  handerchief,  which 
she  poured  on  the  bed.  I  don't  know  whether 
she  sagged  him  or  not.  She  passed  me  a  necktie 
and  I  tried  to  tie  his  hands  and  I  couldn't.  She 
tied  his  hands  with  a  towel  and  after  I  tied  bis 
hands  with  wire  and  gave  me  a  necktie  to  tie  his 
feet  and  she  covered  up  his  head.  He  was  still 
alive  the  last  that  I  heard.  She  said  "Is  he 
dead."  I  said,  "No."  She  said  this  thing  has 
absolutely  got  to  go  through  or  I  am  ruined.  T 
paid,  "Well,  T  am  through."     I  bad  lost  the  pic- 
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ture  wire.  There  were  two  pieces  and  I  am 
pretty  sure,  if  you  gentlemen  said  that  there  was 
wire  around  his  neck,  that  it  must  have  been  tied 
by  her.  I  don't  know  whether  it  was  around  his 
neck  or  not,  this  I  don 't  recall.  I  went  right  back 
to  the  bathroom. 

I  had  blood  on  my  shirt  and  hands  and  came 
back  to  the  bedroom  when  I  noticed  the  blood  on 
my  shirt  and  on  my  vest.  I  had  my  coat  off  be- 
cause it  was  so  hot  in  there.  Things  were  just 
a  bit  hazy  during  that  period.  I  didn't  know  4298 
where  I  was.  I  couldn't  seem  to  collect  my  brain 
fo  r  a  minute.  She  brought  me  in  a  shirt  of  his 
and  it  was  a  new  shirt.  It  was  blue.  I  took  off 
my  own  shirt  and  I  didn't  know  that  she  burned 
it  until  after  she  told  me  that  she  also  burned 
a  robe  of  hers  which  was  all  covered  with  blood. 
I  think  she  also  burned  a  nightgown.  I  was  not 
there  at  that  time,  I  was  putting  on  my  shirt. 
She  called  me  down  to  the  cellar  and  told  me 
what  she  had  done  and  she  had  hidden  the 
weight.  I  had  it  wrapped  in  paper  because  T 
didn't  think  it  would  hurt  so  much.  She  evi- 
dently stripped  that  because  it  was  bare.  I  put 
some  coal  on  the  furnace  and  came  upstairs  and 
started  to  throw  things  about  as  you  know  to 
make  it  appear  as  though  it  were  a  robbery.  I 
know  that  I  sat  there  and  had  three  or  four 
drinks.  She  gave  me  this  bottle  that  went  to 
Syracuse.  She  had  given  me,  I  guess,  a  small 
bottle,  together  with  a  larger  bottle  which  I  think 
was  probably  my  undoing,  as  far  as  I  was  con- 
cerned, because  even  when  I  was  sitting  there  T 
firmly  in  my  own  mind  absolutely  said  it  would 
not  go  through.     But  it  did,   unfortunately.     I 
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went  downstairs  and  this  story  was  then  thought 
of.  She  said  that  a  man  with  glasses  had  been 
seen  peeking  into  the  house  and  this  is  how  the 
story  came  into  mind  that  two  foreigners  had 
come  in  to  rob  them. 

I  happened  to  pick  up  this  piece  of  Italian 
paper  in  a  train  coming  over  that  night  and  I 
put  it  in  my  pocket,  which  accounts  for  that  part 
of  it.  It  was  around  the  bottle  of  chloroform 
when  she  took  it  into  their  room. 
4301  I  sat  there  and  said,  I  don't  think  you  better 
make  it  one,  you  better  make  it  two.  That  is  as 
far  as  plans  went.  I  stayed  there,  sat  more  or 
less  in  a  daze,  until  I  suddenly  discovered  it  was 
getting  daylight  and  I  left.  I  walked  over  to 
that  main  boulevard  there  and  walked  up  to  the 
crossroad — I  don't  know  the  names  of  those 
streets — and  waited  for  a  bus.  A  bus  came  along 
and  two  other  gentlemen  got  on  along  with 
myself.  I  rode  over  to  Jamaica  Station  and 
from  Jamaica  Station  I  took  a  taxicab  to  59th 
Street  and  Broadway.  There  I  got  out  and 
took  a  local  train  downtown  to  Grand  Central. 
I  had  breakfast  there  and  caught  the  8.45  train 
to  Syracuse.  I  got  back  to  Syracuse.  I  had 
said  that  I  would  go  to  Hadding  Gray's  house 
for  supper  that  night  and  I  also  wanted  to 
call  up  Mrs.  Webb  Howe.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  was  to  go  up  there  tonight.  Hadding  Gray 
was  asleep  and  his  wife  said  he  would  call  me 
back. 

Prior  to  that  Saturday  I  walked  around  town 
in  the  morning.  I  caught  the  four  o'clock  from 
Syracuse  on  March  19th,  1927  (Saturday)  which 
j?ot  me  down  at  10.10  and  went  over  to  her  house. 
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I  got  there  around  12  o'clock  and  stayed  there 
until  they  came  home. 

The  only  thing  that  I  can  say  about  the  state- 
ments I  made  in  Syracuse  is  that  I  tried  to  pro- 
tect my  family.    Unfortunately,  I  didn't. 

I  got  back  to  Syracuse  Sunday  afternoon  at 
about  4.15.  After  I  got  there  I  went  right  to 
the  hotel.  I  had  gotten  Hadding  Gray,  in  case 
any  telephone  calls  came  in  from  my  own  home, 
to  come  over  and  make  the  bed  appear  as  though 
I  had  been  sleeping  in  it.  I  told  him  that  I  had  4304 
gone  to  see  her  and  that  while  I  was  there  these 
two  men  came  in  and  told  him  that  there  had 
been  a  murder  committed.  He,  in  his  attempt 
to  cover  me  up,  took  the  grip  which  has  the  brief 
case  and  the  shirt  in  it  and  the  suit  in  it.  I  think 
that  it  is  in  this — I  can't  think  of  his  last  name — 
office.  I  don't  want  to  implicate  them  at  all  be- 
cause they  had  no  hand  in  it  at  all.  Gray  knew 
what  was  in  the  suitcase. 

I  met  a  man  by  the  name  of  Harry.  I  met 
him  a  number  of  times.  I  am  not  sure  of  his 
last  name.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  is  ''Clark" 
— I  am  not  positive.  He  is  a  friend  of  Hadding 
Gray's  and  I  met  him  through  Hadding. 

The  sash  weight  was  bought  at  Kingston,  N. 
Y.  I  bought  it  in  Kingston  a  week  prior  to 
meeting  me  and  her  daughter  at  Henry's,  where 
she  called  me  up,  and  I  was  to  bring  it  over  and 
gave  it  to  her.  That  was  Saturday,  March  5th,  I 
believe.  I  bought  the  chloroform  the  same  day. 
It  was  my  idea  to  just  simply  chloroform  him 
and  the  window  weight  came  as  an  aftermath. 

I  bought  the  sash  weight  and  the  chloroform  in 
Kingston  prior  to  March  5th  and  I  gave  her  the 
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window  weight  in  Henry's  restaurant  on  March 
5th.  She  took  the  window  weight  with  her.  I 
had  the  chloroform  myself.  The  gauze  was  an 
old  duster  from  my  office  which  I  picked  up.  As 
far  as  the  gauze  was  concerned  I  wrapped  the 
chloroform  in  it  when  I  took  it  over.  The  cotton 
waste  I  picked  up  from  the  street  in  Rochester. 
That  was,  I  think,  last  Thursday.  The  blue 
handkerchief  was  purchased  in  Albany.  I  also 
bought  a  red  one  but  I  threw  it  away. 

4307  When  I  left  Syracuse  on  Saturday  morning 
for  Queens  Village  I  had  the  chloroform  with 
me,  also  the  waste  and  the  gauze  and  the  blue 
handkerchief  and  picture  wire  in  brief  case.  That 
was  what  I  came  into  Queens  Village  with. 

When  I  got  to  the  house  the  other  implements 
were  under  the  mother's  pillow.  She  had  put 
them  there  and  instructed  me  to  find  them  there, 
together  with  liquor.  She  wrote  that  to  me. 
The  implements  referred  to  were  the  sash  weight, 
a  pair  of  pliers  and  a  small  bottle.  The  wire  I 
picked  up  over  at  our  office.    I  had  that  with  me 

4308  -m  Syracuse  and  I  brought  that  from  Syracuse 
down. 

As  I  say,  I,  together  with  she,  ransacked 
around  the  place.  The  money  that  she  gave  me 
was  taken  out  of  his  wallet  and  she  said  that  she 
wasn't  sure  how  much  it  was  but  to  take  it. 

The  letters  mailed  from  Syracuse  were  mailed 
by  Hadding  Gray.  I  made  that  arrangement  at 
noontime  or  the  same  time  I  spoke  of  leaving 
town.  The  special  delivery  was  directed  to  Mrs. 
Gray  and  the  other  was  directed  to  J.  Gray.  T 
had  an  arrangement  with  Mrs.  Snyder  that  when 
I  wrote  letters  to  her  to  address  the  letters  as 
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J.  Gray.  She  had  evidently  some  way  that  the 
postman  down  there  knew  to  deliver  the  letters 
to  her.  These  were  her  instructions  to  me  when 
we  started  to  correspond.  I  left  the  letters  on 
the  bed  to  be  mailed.  I  asked  Hadden  if  he 
would  come  up  and  mail  the  letters  for  me.  I 
told  him  to  get  them  when  he  came  back  from  his 
office.  He  told  me  that  he  mailed  the  letters  from 
the  hotel  around  six  or  a  quarter  of  six.  I  ar- 
ranged with  him  to  disarrange  my  bed.  I  asked 
him  to  do  this  while  we  were  eating  luncheon.        4310 

I  threw  away  the  brief  case  going  up  in  the 
train  into  the  river.  There  is  another  one  which 
is  empty  in  this  grip  up  there.  There  is  the  shirt 
and  the  suit  and  the  brief  case  and  the  picture 
of  Mrs.  Snyder,  in  the  case  I  believe  that  is  in 
Syracuse. 

There  were  no  blood  stains  or  anything  only 
on  the  vest. 

I  told  him  I  went  down  to  see  her  and  was  in 
the  closet  waiting  when  these  two  men  came  in 
and  bound  her  and  also  bound  him.  I  said  that  I 
thought  he  was  dead.  4J11 

It  was  Harry  and  Hadden 's  suggestion  to  take 
the  suitcase  for  me.  I  said,  what  will  I  do  with 
it.  They  said  they  would  take  care  of  it.  I  don 't 
think  that  they  had  in  their  own  minds,  in  all 
fairness  to  them  knew  what  it  was  all  about.  I 
don't  want  to  implicate  them  in  any  way  and  I 
don't  think  that  they  thought  such  a  thing  was 
possible.  I  don't  think  that  I  thought  that 
myself. 

I  heard  Mrs.  Snyder  and  her  husband  and  the 
little  girl  come  in  about  2  o'clock.  As  they  passed 
down  the  hallway  they  passed  the  room  in  which 
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I  was.  The  door  was  open.  There  was  no  light 
in  the  hall.  The  youngster  didn't  go  by  my  door. 
The  youngster  and  Mrs.  Snyder  came  up  first  I 
think  and  she  went  into  her  bedroom  and  came 
right  back  into  her  mother's  room.  Mr.  Snyder, 
I  imagine  had  driven  up  in  his  car  with  his  wife 
and  the  little  girl  and  he  was  in  the  garage  when 
they  came  up.  I  was  trapped.  He  apparently 
was  in  the  back  and  they  were  coming  in  the 
front.     I  was  absolutely  stumped  and  ran  back 

4313  uPstairs  again.  I  think  she  took  the  little  girl 
into  her  room.  As  she  went  by  she  came  into 
the  room  where  I  was  and  then  went  into  her 
own  room  and  proceeded  to  start  to  disrobe. 
The  door  of  the  room  in  which  I  was  remained 
open.     That  was  not  closed  at  any  time. 

The  rubber  gloves  were  in  the  brief  case  when 
I  threw  it  away;  there  was  also  powders  and 
poison,  as  she  said,  which  she  asked  me  to  take 
from  the  house  and  dispose  of  with  her  watch. 
The  gloves  which  these  gentlemen  found  in  my 
trunk  were  gloves  that  I  bought  up  in  Buffalo 

4314  for  washing  the  car.  I  don't  think  I  wore  these 
gloves  at  the  time  I  struck  him  with  the  sash 
weight.  I  think  I  had  on  buckskin  gloves.  They 
are  in  the  bag. 

My  coat  was  off  but  I  had  on  my  vest.  It  was 
terrifically  hot  in  there  and  I  had  my  vest  opened 
down  the  front.  I  was  in  the  house  approxi- 
mately two  hours  before  Mrs.  Snyder  and  the 
little  girl  came  in. 

The  following  articles  have  been  identified  by 
me  with  my  signature:  This  is  the  sash  weight 
that  I  struck  Mr.  Snyder  with.  This  is  the  blue 
handkerchief  I  used.    That  is  the  waste  I  brought 
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with  me.  I  would  say  that  this  is  the  wire  which 
I  brought  from  New  York.  The  necktie  now 
shown  to  me,  I  cannot  say  whether  that  is  the 
necktie  that  I  tied  his  feet  with.  It  was  dark 
and  Mrs.  Snyder  handed  it  to  me.  This  is  the 
necktie  referred  to  in  my  statement. 

Before  I  left,  in  order  to  ca^ry  out  the  pretense 
of  robbery,  I  tied  Mrs.  Snyder  up.  She  went 
down  and  got  some  rope  and  brought  it  up  and 
I  tied  her  hands  and  feet.  The  rope  now  shown 
me  and  the  gauze  is  the  rope  with  which  I  tied  4316 
her  and  the  gauze  was  part  of  the  gauze  which 
I  brought  with  me  from  Syracuse  and  which  I 
placed  over  her  mouth.  My  recollection  is  that 
I  tied  the  gauze  over  her  mouth  by  fastening  it 
over  her  head.  The  rope  and  gauze  in  the  enve- 
lope are  the  rope  and  gauze  which  I  described 
in  my  statement. 

Before  I  tied  her  up  Mrs.  Snyder  took  the 
money  out  of  Mr.  Snyder's  wallet  and  handed  it 
to  me.  She  said  there  was  some  amount  but  I 
do  not  recall  it  now.  After  she  handed  me  the 
money  she  threw  the  wallet  on  the  floor  to 
further  give  the  appearance  of  robbery. 

There  are  many  other  details  that  have  come 
through  this  period  of  approximately  two  years 
that  I  have  known  her.  She  has  come  over  to 
Xew  York  often  and  as  J  said,  has  written  me 
many,  many  times  to  meet  h<  r  in  Xew  York  and 
register  at  the  hotel  and  let  me  know  where  she 
was  going  to  be.  We  frequently  went  to  the 
Waldorf,  where  I  registered  for  her  and  myself 
in  my  name  as  husband  and  wife.  Before  we 
went  to  the  Waldorf  we  went  to  the  Imperial 
Hotel,  both  in  Manhattan,  New  York  City. 
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The  term  note  which  I  show  you  is  in  the  hand- 
writing of  Hadding  Gray  and  which  he  left  on 
the  table  at  Syracuse.  The  note  reads  as  follows : 
"Bud,  Perfect.  Call  when  you're  ready,  Had." 
This  was  in  my  room  when  I  returned  on  Sun- 
day afternoon.  I  want  to  explain  this  note.  I 
tore  it  up  and  threw  it  in  the  waste  basket.  It 
goes  back  to  asking  him  to  call  downstairs  and 
request  not  to  be  disturbed  and  he  was  to  put  out 
the  sign  not  to  disturb  me  and  to  mail  the  letters 
4319  f°r  me-  He  was  totally  innocent  of  any  wrong- 
doing in  doing  this. 

The  letters  referred  to  are  the  special  delivery 
to  my  wife  and  the  one  to  Mrs.  Snyder,  known  as 
J.  Gray,  also  letters  to  my  own  insurance  com- 
pany and  one  to  Benjamin  Johns. 

This  paper  here  was  par*  of  the  envelope  that 
contained  the  note  above  referred  to  from  Had- 
ding Gray. 

I  wrote  the  letter  that  I  sent  special  delivery 
to  Mrs.  Gray,  which  was  mailed  by  Hadding 
4. ton  Gray,  at  about  three  o'clock.  I  took  the  train  at 
four  o'clock  from  Syracuse.  That  was  Saturday, 
March  19,  1927.  I  left  the  letters  on  the  bed  pur- 
suant to  an  arrangement  I  had  made  at  noontime 
with  Hadden  Gray.  I  wrote  the  letter  to  Mrs. 
Snyder,  addressed  to  J.  Gray,  at  the  same  time 
or  within  approximately  15  to  20  minutes.  I  also 
wrote  my  wife  a  letter  which  I  mailed  on  Friday. 
I  also  wrote  her  on  Sunday  night.  The  purpose 
of  the  special  delivery  letter  to  Mrs.  Gray  and 
the  other  letter  to  J.  Gray  (Mrs.  Snyder)  were 
for  the  purpose  of  throwing  anyone  off  the  track. 
I  wrote  with  the  intention  of  having  same  mailed 
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at  six  o'clock  to  establish  my  presence  in  Syra- 
cuse at  six  o'clock  or  later. 

Mrs.  Snyder  tied  a  towel  around  Mr.  Snyder's 
wrists.  Because  it  was  dark  I  cannot  definitely 
identify  the  towel  now  shown  me  as  that  par- 
ticular towel,  but  if  the  towel  found  upon  his 
wrists  is  this  towel,  it  must  be  the  same  towel  I 
saw  tied  on  him. 

The  torn  scraps  of  Italian  newspaper  which 
have  been  shown  me  and  which  I  identify  with 
my  signature  is  the  newspaper  which  has  been  4322 
shown  me  and  which  I  identify  with  my  signa- 
ture as  the  newspaper  which  I  described  in  this 
statement  and  which  I  picked  up  in  the  train  and 
brought  out  to  Queens  Village  with  me. 

The  veiled  threats  that  I  referred  to  in  my 
statement  were  the  threats  that  Mrs.  Snyder 
made  to  expose  to  my  wife  the  intimate  rela- 
tions between  her  and  myself  unless  I  helped  her 
with  this  plan. 

The  revolver  now  shown  to  me  I  did  not  see 
until  after  Mr.   Snyder  had  been  killed.     Mrs.     ,yyj 
Snyder  handed  it  to  me  and  I  broke  the  revolver 
and  dropped  it,  but  I  didn't  see  it  until  after  Mr. 
Snyder  had  been  killed. 

He  may  not  have  been  dead  at  the  time  but  I 
had  struck  him  on  the  head  with  the  sash  weight. 
Mrs.  Snyder  had  also  struck  him  and  admin- 
istered the  chloroform. 

The  gold  pencil  now  shown  me — I  don't  know 
whether  it  is  mine  or  not.  It  looks  like  mine.  I 
had  one  exactly  like  it. 

Part  of  the  money  that  was  taken  from  the 
wallet  by  Mrs.  Snyder  and  given  to  me  by  her  I 
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have  identified.    I  have  marked  the  envelope  con- 
taining the  money  which  amounts  to  $70  in  all 

I  have  identified  a  letter  mailed  by  Hadden 
Gray  for  me  on  March  19th,  1927,  which  I  had 
him  mail  for  me  for  the  purpose  of  it  appearing 
that  I  was  still  in  Syracuse  on  Saturday  evening, 
March  19th,  1927.  I  have  written  across  the 
envelope  of  this  letter  and  have  signed  my  name, 
stating  the  purpose  of  my  having  had  Hadden 
Gray  mail  the  letter  to  me. 

Sworn  to  before  me  this: 
22nd  day  of  March,  1927. 

WITNESSES. 

H.  JUDD  GRAY. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  If  it  pleases  the  Court, 
now  that  this  matter  is  fresh  in  the  minds 
of  the  jury,  does  the  Court  believe  it  might 
be  proper  to  repeat  the  instruction  at  this 
time,  that  it  is  not  to  be  accepted  as  any 
4326  evidence  against  the  defendant  Snyder. 

The  Court:  The  Court  will  advise  the 
jury  that  until  otherwise  instructed,  if 
they  ever  be  so  instructed  by  the  Court, 
the  paper  which  has  just  been  read  will  not 
be  considered  in  evidence  against  the  de- 
fendant Snyder. 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  will  recall  Mr.  Con- 
roy,  your  Honor. 
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JAMES  J.    CONROY,   recalled  by   the   People, 
further  testifies: 

Direct  Examination. 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  I  hand  you  People's  Exhibit 
67  and  ask  you  to  look  at  it  and  tell  me  whether 
the  interlineations  in  that  paper  in  ink  were 
made  in  your  presence?    A.  Yes,  they  were. 

Q.  By  whom  were  those  interlineations  made?     4328 
A.  By  the  defendant,  Henry  Judd  Gray. 

Q.  Were  you  present  when  the  letters  men- 
tioned and  described  in  that  statement  were 
shown  to  the  defendant  Gray?  A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
was. 

Q.  I  show  you  these  envelopes  with  enclosures 
and  ask  you  if  those  were  the  letters  shown  to 
him.  They  have  been  marked  for  identification. 
Will  you  tell  me  the  exhibit  number  so  that  I 
can  refer  to  them.  A.  People's  Exhibit  55  for 
identification.  That  was  identified  by  Henry  ±ni)Q 
Judd  Gray  and  signed  by  him  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Is  there  any  writing  on  that  envelope  in 
Henry  Judd  Gray's  writing?     A.  Yes,  there  is. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  write  it?    A.  I  did,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  letter  in 
evidence. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  I  ask  to  see  it. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  I  ob- 
ject to  the  introduction  of  this  letter  Ex- 
hibit 55,  on  the  same  grounds  as  heretofore 
urged  with  reference  to  People's  Exhibit 
— what  is  the  confession? 
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Mr.  Daly:  67. 

Mr.  Miller:  67. 

Mr.  Millard:  The  drawing. 

Mr.  Miller:  And  the  drawing. 

The  Court:  The  objection  will  be  over- 
ruled and  the  Court  again  instructs  the 
jury  that  this  evidence  is  to  be  considered 
only  as  against  the  one  making  it,  and  it  is 
only  offered  in  evidence  as  against  the  one 

4331  making  it. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  respectfuly  except  to  your 
Honor's  ruling. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  68  of  this  date.) 

The  Court:  You  may  proceed,  Mr.  Dis- 
trict Attorney. 

Q.  What  are  those  other  letters  that  I  have 
handed  you,  Mr.  Conroy?  A.  People's  Exhibit 
56,  for  identification  was  shown  to  the  defendant, 
Henry  Judd  Gray,   and  he  identified  that   as  a 

4332  letter  he  had  written,  and  he  signed  his  name  to 
the  envelope. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  Same  objection,  your 
Honor. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  make  the  same  objection 
as   to   the   previous   exhibit. 

The  Court:  It  will  be  marked. 

Mr.  Miller:  Exception,  your  Honor. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
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marked  People's  Exhibit  No.   69,   of  this 
date.) 

Q.  What  is  the  other  letter  I  handed  you,  Mr. 
Conroyf  A.  People's  Exhibit  54,  for  identifica- 
tion, was  shown  to  the  defendant  Gray,  and  he 
identified  this  as  a  letter  he  had  written. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 
Mr.    Miller:  The   same   objection   as   to     .004 
the  previous  two  exhibited. 

The  Court:  Let  it  be  marked. 
Mr.  Miller.  Exception. 

The  Court :  Counsel  may  see  the  letters 
now  offered. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  The  same  objection,  your 
Honor,  and  exception. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  70,  of  this 
date.) 


Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  Exhibits  68,  69  and  70,  are 
the  letters  mentioned  in  the  statemnet  made  by 
Henry  Judd  Gray,  People's  Exhibit  67?  A.  Yes, 
sir,  they  are. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     That  is  all. 

The  Court:  If  counsel  had  finished 
their  examination  of  these  documents  of- 
fered now  in.  evidence,  the  Court  will  hear 
their  objections,  if  there  are  any  objec- 
tions,   just    the    legal    objections. 

Mr.   Hazelton:     In  view  of  your  Hon- 
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or's  instructions,  the  defendant  Snyder 
only  makes  the  usual  objection  that  she 
has  made  heretofore. 

The  Court:     The  Court  overrules  it. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  With  your  Honor's 
permission  I  would  like  the  jurors  to  see 
People's  Exhibit  67. 

The  Court:     They  may  see  it. 

Mr.    Newcombe:     And   to    save   time   I 

4337  merely  want  to  call  their  attention  to  the 
interlineations  described  by  the  witness 
Conroy. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  That  is  all,  Mr.  Con- 
roy. 

(The  witness  leaves  the  stand.) 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  neglected  to  identify 
the  note  from  Haddon  Gray  to  the  defend- 
ant Gray.  I  want  to  recall  Mr.  Conroy 
for  that. 

The  Court:  Yes.  To  the  end  that  there 
may  be  no  confusion  in  the  record,  how- 

4338  ever,  I  think  we  will  pause  for  a  moment 
until  counsel  have  finished  their  perusal 
of  these  documents  and  the  Court  has 
made  disposition  of  them.  The  Court  will 
now  hear  the  objections  of  counsel. 

Mr.  Miller :  If  the  Court  pleases,  coun- 
sel for  defendant  Gray  make  the  same 
objection   as  heretofore   made   to   Exhibit 

67. 

The  Court:     Objection  overruled. 

Mr.    Miller:     Will   your   Honor    kindly 
note  an  exception. 
The   Court:     Yes. 
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JAMES   J.    CONROY   recalled   by    the    People, 
further  testifies: 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mr.  Conroy,  I  show  you  an  envelope  with 
some  papers  enclosed,  and  ask  you  whose  sig- 
nature that  is  on  that  envelope,  whose  writing? 
A.  That  is  the  writing  of  Haddon  Gray. 

Q.  And    on    the    envelope    that    enclosed    that     4340 
papers,  Mr.  Conroy?     A.  That  is  the  handwrit- 
ing of  Haddon  Gray. 

Q.  Let  me  see  it,  will  you  please.  The  en- 
velope. No,  no,  the  intact  envelope?  A.  That 
is  the  signature   of  Haddon  Gray. 

Q.  Oh,  it  is?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Well,  were  you  present  at  the  District  At- 
torney's office  when  those  papers  now  before 
you  were  shown  to  the  defendant  Gray?  A.  Yes; 
I  was. 

Q.  Were  those  the  —  is  that  the  note  referred 
to  in  his  statement  as  having  been  left  for  him, 
the  defendant,  by  Haddon  Gray,  at  the  Onan- 
daga  Hotel  when  he  returned  from  New  York 
to  Syracuse  on  Sunday  afternoon?  A.  Yes;  that 
is  the  same  note.    These  pieces  are  — 

Q.  Did  the  defendant  Gray  so  identify  it  in 
your  presence?    A.  He  did,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  is  the  one  referred  to  in  the 
statement?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.    Newcombe:      I    offer    that    in    evi- 
dence. 


4341 
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(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's   Exhibit   71    of  this   date.) 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please, 
counsel  for  the  defendant  Gray  makes 
the  same  objection  as  heretofore  made 
to  the  Exhibit  67. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 
Exception  will  be  noted. 

Mr.    Miller:     I   respectfully   except. 

4343  Mr.  Hazleton:  I  would  like  to  put  the 
objection  on  the  record  on  the  same 
grounds  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
Snyder. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  over- 
ruled, and  the  court  again  admonishes 
the  jury  that  these  exhibits  are  offered 
in  evidence  and  received  by  the  court  as 
against  the  one^  making  them,  that  is  to 
say,  those  produced  by  the  defendant  Gray 
are  only  offered  in  evidence  as  against  the 
defendant  Gray,  and  marked  in  evidence 

4344  by  the  Court  as  against  the  defendant 
Gray,  and  the  jury  will  so  treat  them  ex- 
cepting the  court  shall  hereafter  instruct 
the  jury  to  consider  them  in  the  light  of 
the  instructions  that  the  court  may  here- 
after make. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  With  your  Honor's 
permission,  I  would  like  to  read  to  the 
jury  Exhibit  69,  which  is  the  letter  that 
the  defendant  Gray  wrote  and  was  mailed 
by  Haddon  Gray  after  the  defendant 
Gray  had  gone  to  New  York. 

The  Court:     You  may  proceed. 
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Mr.  Miller:  If  I  may  suggest  to  your 
Honor,  the  jury  can  read  this  document 
itself  without  the  District  Attorney  read- 
ing it  to  the  jury. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  will  be  very  glad  to 
adopt  the   suggestion   of  Mr.    Miller. 

The  Court:  There  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  read.  We  do  not  intend  to 
have  the  twelve  jurors  read  it  at  different 
times,  practically  twelve  readings.  If  the  4346 
District  Attorney  wishes  to  read  it,  there 
is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  read. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  The  envelope  is  "The 
Onandaga  Hotel."  Postmarked  "Syra- 
cuse, March  19th;  8.30  P.  M.  1927,  N.  Y." 
Address,  "J.  Gray,  Madison  Avenue  and 
Spruce  Street,  Queens  Village,  L.  I." 

The  letter  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the 
Onandaga  Hotel.  The  top  of  the  letter 
is,  "When  is  the  birthday?  I  have  for- 
gotten and  sent  a  card  this  noon.  Am 
I  too  fast?" 
"Syracuse,  New  York,  Saturday,  6  P.  M. 

"Hello  Momie: 

"How  the  dickens  are  you  this  bright  beauti- 
ful day  anyway?  Gee,  it  makes  you  feel  like 
living  again  after  all  that  rain  yesterday.  If 
we  only  have  a  nice  day  tomorrow.  Now  we 
will  be  all  set,  as  we  have  had  so  many  miserable 
Sundays.  They  are  lonesome  enough  as  a  rule 
without  having  rain.  'Had'  just  come  over  for 
a  few  minutes  for  a  little  smile,  and  wanted  me 
to  go  home  with  him,  but  have  quite  some  work 
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to  do  yet  on  the  line,  writing  beside.  Then,  too, 
I  am  going  up  tomorrow  for  supper,  and  I 
don't  want  to  rub  it  in. 

"If  I  get  there  in  time  after  supper  may  run 
over  to  a  movie  or  vaudeville,  but  this  warm 
weather  does  not  give  one  a  heap  of  pep,  and 
feel  tired  when  the  day  is  done.  Tonight  you 
go  to  R's  party,  didn't  you  say?  Hope  you  have 
a  lovely  time  and  have  one  for  me,  but  see  you 

4349  behave  yourself.  I  want  to  call  up  aunt  Jule 
tomorrow  and  see  her  before  I  leave,  as  I  have 
not  seen  her  since  Christmas  time.  Well,  old 
dear,  I  haven't  much  news,  so  will  get  this  off 
and  go  grab  a  bite.  Take  good  care  of  your- 
self, and  best  to  you  all.  As  ever,  sincerely, 
Bud." 
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HARRIET  A.  MUHLHAUSER,  of  9328  222nd 
Street,  Queens  Village,  New  York,  called  as  a 
witness  on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  first 
been  duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows : 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mrs.  Muhlhauser,  is  your  husband's  name 
Louis?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  live  in  Queens  Village?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  reference  to  the  Snyder  home  where  is 
your  house,  Mrs.  Mulhauser?    A.  Right  opposite. 

Q.  On  the  opposite  corner,  is  it  not?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  the  defendant 
Snyder?    A.  Three  years  this  coming  July. 
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Q.  And  did  you  also  know  Albert  Snyder? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  morning  of  March 
20,   1927,   Mrs.   Mulhauser?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  "Were  you  at  home  that  morning?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  message  or  communica- 
tion of  any  kind  from  the  Snyder  home!    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  talk  as  loud  as  you  can,  Mrs. 
Muhlhauser,  so  that  the  last  gentleman  in  the 
jury  box  can  hear  you.     A.  Yes.  4352 

Q.  You  did?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  From  whom  was  that  communication?  A. 
From  Lorraine  Snyder. 

Q.  That  is  the  little  girl?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  response  to  that  communication  did  you 
hurry  over  to  the  Snyder  home?    A.  I  did,  yes. 

Q.  "Who  was  in  the  house  when  you  arrived 
there?     A.  Lorraine   Snyder   and   Mrs.    Snyder. 

Q.  And  no  other  persons  had  come  up  to  that 
time,  had  they?     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  enter  the  house?     A.  I  did.  4353 

Q.  And  where   did  you  go?     A.  Upstairs. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  defendant  Snyder?    A.  No. 

Q.  I  mean  the  defendant  Snyder,  Mrs.  Sny- 
der?   A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  her,  Mrs.  Muhlhauser? 
A.  At  the  head  of  the  stairway,  lying  on  the 
floor. 

Q.  Lying  on   the  floor?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

The  Court:  Try  to  speak  a  little  loud- 
der,  Madam.  They  are  straining  and  do 
not  hear  vou. 
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Q.  How  was  she  attired,  Mrs.  Muhlhauser, 
how  was  she  dressed?    A.  In  a  night  dress. 

Q.  Did  you   see  her   feet?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  have  anything  on  her  feet?  A. 
Yes.  bedroom  slippers. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  on  her  ankles?  A. 
Yes,  a  rope, 

Q.  Did  you  see  anything  on  her  hands  or 
wrists?     A.  No. 

4355  Q-  Did  you  see  any  gauze  or  waste  lying 
around  near  where  Mrs.  Snyder  was?  A.  Yes, 
alongside  of  her. 

Q.  Well,  when  you  saw  her  in  this  position, 
what  was  the  first  thing  that  you  said  or  did, 
Mrs.  Muhlhauser?  A.  I  said,  my  God,  Ruth, 
what  has  happened. 

Q.  And  did  she  say  —  what  did  she  say  in 
answer  to  that?  A.  She  said  I  got  a  terrible 
—  an  awful  whack  on  the  head. 

Q.  And  then  I  suppose  you  tried  to  give  aid 
to  her,  did  you?     A.  Yes,  I  bathed  her. 
*JOD        Q.  And   what   was   the  next   thing  that   hap- 
pened,   Mrs.    Muhlhauser?      A.  I    told    Lorraine 
to  call  the  police,  which  she  did. 

Q.  And  did  Mr.  Muhlhauser  come  over?  A. 
After  Lorraine  had  called  the  police  I  told  her 
then  to  call  my  husband  which   she  did. 

Q.  And  Mr.  Muhlhauser  came  over?  A.  He 
came  over. 

Q.  So  Mr.  Muhlhauser  was  the  second  person 
on  the  scene?  A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  that  right?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mrs.  Sny- 
der in  reference  to  what  had  happened  to  her, 
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or  what  she  said  had  happened  to  her?  A.  I 
spoke  to  her,  but  it  was  very  hard,  she  would 
not  answer  me  at  first. 

Q.  Yes.  A.  And  then  when  my  husband  came 
over  we  both  —  he  started  to  get  down  and 
ask  her  different  questions,  and  I  said  to  him, 
find  Snyder,  and  he  went  in  and  came  out  and 
told  me  that  Mr.  Snyder  was  dead,  and  then  he 
went  and  got  Police  Headquarters,  and  after 
that  we  got  neighbors.  4358 

Q.  Now,  did  Mrs.  Snyder  say  anything  more 
as  to  how  she  came  to  be  in  the  position  which 
you  found  her  in?     A.  Not  then. 

Q.  At  a  later  time?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  did  she  say!  A.  She  said  a  foreign 
looking  man  had  hit  her.  He  looked  to  be  like 
an  Italian. 

Mr.  Millard:  May  we  here  get  in  the 
formal  objection  to  all  of  this  evidence, 
as  it  is  not  binding  upon  Gray? 

The  Court:  Yes;  the  objection  is  over- 
ruled. 

Mr.  Millard:     Exception,  your  Honor. 

Q.  Did  you  complete  your  answer,  Mrs.  Mul- 
hauser?     I  don't  think  you  did. 

The  Court:  The  Court,  of  course,  re- 
peats its  instruction  to  the  jury  that  this 
evidence  is  not  evidence  against  the  de- 
fendant Gray  and  will  not  be  so  treated 
by  the  jury,  except  under  such  rule  which 
the  Court  may  lay  down  later  on,  if  the 
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Court   does   lay   down   any    rule    on   this 

subject. 
Mr.  Stenographer,  will  you  kindly  read 

the  last  question? 

(The  stenographer  reads  as  follows: 
"Q.  What   did    she    say?     A.  She    said 

a  foreign  looking  man  had  hit  her.     He 

looked  to  be  like  an  Italian.") 

43(3^  A.  (continuing)  She  said  that  he  hit  her  in 
the  hallway  and  she  went  down  and  did  not 
know  no  more. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  her  head,  Mrs.  Muhl- 
hauser?    A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  indication  of  a  blow  or 
bruise  on  her  head?  A.  None  at  all.  I  looked 
all  through  her  hair. 

Q.  You  said  there  was  a  rope  around  her 
ankles?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  whether  that  was  tight  or 
loose?     A.  Very  loose. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  rope  on  her  wrists  or 
hands  at  all?     A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  side  or  rear 
door  of  the  house,  Mrs.  Mulhauser?  Did  you 
observe  that?  A.  With  the  police,  I  notice  it  was 
opened. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  with  Mrs.  Snyder? 
A.  Oh,  well,  I  went  home;  I  could  not  tell  you 
what  time,  but  just  to  the  door,  when  I  went 
back  again,  and  I  was  there  with  her  you  might 
say  until   about  four  o'clock  that  afternoon. 

Q.  You  stayed  with  her  all  day?  A.  On  and 
off,  yes. 
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Q.  Was  she  taken  from  the  floor  any  place? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Where  was  she  taken  to?  A.  To  Lorraine's 
bed. 

Q.  She  was  lifted  up  from  the  floor  and  taken 
to  Lorraine's  bed!    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  did  she  lie  on  the  bed  all  the  time  you 
were  there?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  tell  you  anything  other  than     aoca 
the   attempted    robbery    and    the    blows    on    the 
head   as  to   explaining  her   position   and   condi- 
tion?   A.  I  just  do  not  know  what  you  mean. 

Q.  Did  she  attribute  her  position  and  condi- 
tion at  any  time  you  were  there  to  anything  but 
these  alleged  burglars?     A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  notice  the  temperature  of  the 
house  when  you  arrived  there?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  it?    A.  All  upset. 

Q.  The  temperature,  I  mean.  A.  The  tem- 
perature was  very  very  hot.  40^ 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  rooms?  A. 
All  upset. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  that,  please?  A.  The 
drawers  were  out  and  the  cushions  were  on  the 
floor  and  linens  and  silver  and  everything  strew 
all  over  the  house. 

Q.  Scatteted  all  over  the  place!  A.  All  over 
the  place,  her  coats  and  everything. 

Mr.    Miller:     No    cross-examination    by 
the  defendant. 
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Cross-Examination. 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Mrs.  Muhlhauser,  is  your  husband  in 
court?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  on  Saturday,  the  Saturday  night  be- 
fore the  Sunday  morning  when  you  came  over 
to  the  house,  where  had  you  been  that  night?  A. 
At  home. 

Q.  All  evening?    A.  All  evening. 

Q.  You  remember  that  distinctly?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Now,  your  memory  is  very  clear  about 
that,  just  where  you  were  on  Saturday  night, 
the  night  before?    A.  Yes,  at  home. 

Q.  Well,  now,  for  instance,  where  were  you, 
to  test  your  memory  on  the  matter,  where  were 
you  on  the  Saturday  night  before  that,  that  will 
be  March  12th? 
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The  Court:     If  you  do  not  remember, 
you  may  say   so. 
4368  A.  I  don't  remember  that. 

Q.  And  was  there  anything  that  settles  —  that 
makes  you  recall  that  you  were  home  Saturday 
night,  on  the  19th,  when  your  memory  seems  to 
be  a  little  hazy  as  to  where  you  were  on  the 
12th?  A.  Well,  on  the  19th  I  remember  dis- 
tinctly we  stayed  home  and  went  to  bed  early, 
that  is  the  reason. 

Q.  And  you  recall  it  also  now  because  it  was 
the  next  morning  that  you  were  called  into  this 
unfortunate   matter?      A.  Perhaps;    maybe. 

Q.  See  if  you  can,  now  that  I  have  asked  you 
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to  recall  it,  go  back  through  the  week,  if  you 
will,  and  try  to  answer  as  near  as  you  can,  not 
exactly,  where  you  think  you  were  on  Saturday, 
March  12th?  A.  Yes,  I  was  to  New  York  in 
the  afternoon  and  got  home  about  half  past 
nine. 

Q.  Half  past  nine?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  was  your  husband  home  when  you 
arrived  home.  Now,  that  you  recall  it?  A. 
Yes.  4370 

Q.  And  did  you  stay  in  the  house  from  that 
time   on?     A.  No. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go?    A.  To  Mrs.  Snyder's. 

Q.  And  who  went  with  you?     A.  Myself. 

Q.  Was  your  husband  there  when  you  arrived? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  what  was  your  husband  discussing 
with  Mrs.  Snyder  when  you  arrived?  A.  That 
a  man  had  been  looking  in  their  windows. 

Q.  On  that  night?     A.  On   that  night. 

Q.  And   did   you  husband    describe   the    man    4371 
who  had  been  looking  into  the  windows  on  March 
12th?    A.  From  two  or  three  little  girls. 

Q.  What  was  your  husband  telling  to  Mrs. 
Snyder  concerning  the  man  that  she  had  seen 
looking  into  the  vacant  house  on  March  12th, 
when  Mrs.  Snyder  was  at  the  movies?  A.  Why, 
I  dont  believe  my  husband  saw  the  man. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  what  description  he  gave  to 
Mrs.  Snyder  which  he  said  he  had  gleaned  from 
certain  children  in  the  neighborhood?  A.  No, 
I  dont. 

Q.  You  don't  recall  his  description,   do  you? 
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A.  By  the  time  I  got  to  Mrs.  Snyder's  he  had 
told  them. 

Q.  And  from  what  you  know  of  the  occasion, 
it  was  your  husband  who  voluntarily  went  over 
there  to  explain  to  Mrs.  Snyder  that  she  nearly 
had  been  robbed?  That  is  right,  isn't  it?  A. 
Not  robbed:  that  someone  had  looked  into  their 
window. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  whether  he  made  the  remark, 

4373  in  your  presence,  "Did  you  know  that  you  came 
near  being  robbed  tonight"?     A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  didn't  hear  that?     A.  No. 

Q.  You  wouldn't  say  that  your  husband  didn't 
say  it?    A.  No,  I  was  not  there  all  the  time. 

Q.  Because  you  came  after  he  had  probably 
had  some  conversation  with  them,  is  that  cor- 
rect?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  your  husband  gave 
to  Mrs.  Snyder,  or  anyone  in  her  home,  in  your 
presence,  the  name  of  the  children  from  whom 
he  had  gleaned  this  information?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Tell  me  the  names.  Was  it  Hawkins?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  how  old  are  the  Hawkins  children?  A. 
Oh,  I  don't  know. 

Q.  And  had  anyone  seen  it?  A.  Not  that  I 
know  of. 

The  Court:    You  said  the  children  were 
young.     Give  us   an   idea — 

The  Witness :     Eight  or  ten  years  old. 

Q.  Eight    or   ten?     A.  About   that. 

Q.  About  what  time,  as  near  as  you  can   re- 
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call,  Mrs.  Mulhauser,  was  it  that  yon  came  over 
and  found  your  husband  at  Mrs.  Snyder's?  A. 
Along  around   ten   o'clock,   I   should   judge. 

Q.  Mrs.  Mulhauser,  of  course,  you  are  ac- 
quainted with  the  moving  picture  place  there  in 
Queens?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  undoubtedly  have  gone  there  with  your 
family,  have  you  not?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  the  usual  hour   of  the   first  per- 
formance getting  out,  do  you  know?    A.  Around     4376 
nine  o'clock. 

Q.  So  that  you  can  probably  make  your  home 
from  there  by  at  least  half  past  nine,  assum- 
ing you  leave  right  on  time,  is  that  it?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  this  was  about  ten,  when  you  had  ar- 
rived and  found  your  husband  at  Snyder's?  A. 
Going  on  ten. 

Q.  When  you  returned,  of  course  you  found 
your  husband  absent.  Did  you  make  any  inquir- 
ies as  to  where  he  was?  A.  My  husband  was 
not  absent  when  I  returned  home.  He  was  home, 
and  he  told  me  he  was  going  over  to  Mrs.  Sny- 
der's. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  for  what  reason?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you?  A.  That  the  Hart- 
mann's  children  had  told  him  there  was  a  man 
looking  in  Snyder's  window. 

Q.  Now,  then,  inasmuch  as  you  did  have  a 
conversation  with  your  husband  before  he  sjot 
over  there,  and  he  had  his  conversation  with 
you  before  he  did  Mrs.  Snyder,  did  he  not  tell 
you  that  the  Hawkins  children  described  the 
man?     A.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Q.  Mrs.  Muhlhauser,  see  if  you  cannot  recall, 
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he  describes  him  as  a  thin  man  with  glasses,  in 
the  interest  of  justice  here,  see  if  you  cannot 
recall.  If  you  cannot  all  right.  A.  No,  I  can- 
not, because  I  came  in  and  he  immediately  went 
out.     No  more  than  I  came  in  he  went  out. 

Redirect  Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe : 

Q.  Mrs.   Muhlhauser,   did  you  have   any   talk 

4379  ^11  the  defendant  Snyder,  Mrs.  Snyder,  during 
the  week?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Of  which  March  19th  was  the  Saturday?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  In  reference  to  her  husband,  Albert  Sny- 
der?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  repeat  that  conversation,  please? 
A.  Why,  on  that  Wednesday  she  went  out,  and 
she  was  going  to  New  York,  and  she  came  over 
to  the  door  and  I  said  are  you  going  out,  and 
she  said  yes,  I  want  to  get  either  the  five  minutes 

4380  to  eleven  or  five  minutes  after  eleven  bus  to  New 
York  to  take  back  stockings  to  a  salesman  in 
New  York,  and  I  offered  to  mind  Lorraine  for 
her,  and  she  said  no,  she  would  be  back.  And 
I  said,  how  is  things,  and  she  said  —  as  she  left, 
as  she  left  to  go  out,  she  said  she  was  going  to 
New  York  and  she  was  going  to  get  drunk  and 
end  it  all  with  him. 

Q.  And  by  him  —    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Mr.   Albert   Snyder?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  express  to  you  her  feelings 
toward  Albert  Snyder?  A.  Well,  she  never 
cared  for  him,  she  would  say  to  me. 
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Mr.  Xewconibe:     That  is  all. 

The  Court:  Any  further  cross  exami- 
nation ? 

Mr.  Miller:  No  cross  examination  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  Gray. 

I  have  just  one  question  on  a  point 
raised  by  the  District  Attorney. 

Re-Cross   Examination 

By  Mr.  Wallace:  4382 

Q.  "When  she  expressed  these  feelings  did  she 
say  anything  concerning  the  treatment  of  the 
child  by  Mr.  Snyder  or  herself.  Was  that  gone 
into  at  all  at  the  time  she  wanted  to  end  it  all. 
Did  she  say  anything  about  any  trouble  regard- 
ing his  treatment  of  the  child?  A.  Xot  that 
day. 

Q.  At  any  time?     A.  (Xo  answer.) 

Q.  At  any  time?  A.  She  would  say  he  was 
cross  at  times. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  about  striking  the 
child?    A.  Xo. 

Q.  But  there  was  a  discission  along  those 
lines.  A.  At  times  there  were  questions  along 
those  lines  as  to  being  cross  to  the  child. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  cross  along  those 
lines.  Be  more  specific.  In  answer  to  my  ques- 
tion you  spoke  of  his  being  cross  to  the  child. 
Did  she  tell  you  that  more  than  once?  A.  Yes. 
now  and  again,  yes. 

Mr.  Wallace :    That  is  all. 
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Redirect   Examination 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  Mrs.  Muhlhauser,  you  live  just  across  the 
street,   I  think  you   said?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  And  you  knew  Albert  Snyder  and  his  wife, 
the  defendant  Snyder,  and  the  little  girl,  for 
about  three  years?  A.  Well,  I  knew  of  them 
for  three  years,  but  two  years  I  knew  them 
very  well. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  have  an  opportunity  to  ob- 
serve Albert  Snyder  and  his  attitude  towards 
Lorraine?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  his  wife,  the  defendant  Snyder,  dur- 
ing that  time?     A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  us  what  it  was?  A.  Why, 
at  times  — 
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Mr.    Hazleton:      I    object    to    it.      One 
moment,    I    object    to   it    as    incompetent, 
irrelevant  and  immaterial  at  this  time. 
43gg  Mr.  Newcombe:     On  cross  examination, 

if  your  Honor  please,  they  raised  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  dead  man's  attitude  to- 
wards the  child,  and  I  can  ask  her  about 
what  that  was? 

The  Court:     Objection  is  overruled. 

Mr.   Hazleton :     Exception. 

The  Court:  You  may  state  what  you 
observed  with  reference  to  the  attitude 
of  Mr.  Snyder  toward  the  child,  Lorraine. 

The  Witness:  Why,  at  times  he  was 
a  very  nice  father  to  her.  One  night  when 
we  were  in  there  he  lifted  her  off  the  chair 
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and  kissed  and  hugged  her.  When  she 
heard  we  were  there  she  came  down  and 
he  hugged  her  and  kissed  her  good-night. 
At  times  he  would  scold  her,  as  any  father 
would. 

Q.  Did  you  see  affection  by  Snyder 
toward  his  child,  Lorraine,  at  times'?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  What  was  his  attitude  toward  the  defend-     4388 
ant  Snyder? 

Mr.  Wallace:  If  your  Honor  please,  I 
object  to  that  on  the  ground  — 

The   Court:     Objection   sustained. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  withdraw  the  ques- 
tion. 

The  Court:  It  is  the  witness's  con- 
clusion. The  witness  may  state  facts,  if 
the  question  is  so  framed  as  to  invite 
facts. 

Mr.  Newcombe:     I  withdraw  the  ques-     4389 
tion.    That  is  all,  Mrs.  Mulhauser.    Thank 
you. 


LOUIS  E.  MULHAUSER,,  of  9328  222nd  Street, 
Queens  Village,  New  York,  called  as  a  witness 
on  behalf  of  the  People,  having  first  been 
duly    sworn,    testified    as    follows: 

Direct   Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Mr.  Mulhauser,  you  are  the  husband  of  the 
last  witness?     A.  I  am. 
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Q.  And  you  live  across  the  street  from  the 
Snyder  home?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  You  had  known  the  defendant  Ruth  Sny- 
der and  the  deceased  Albert  Snyder  how  long? 
A.  About  thre  years. 

Q.  As  a  neighbor?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  20th  day  of  March 
last?     A.  I  do. 

Q.  And  do  you  remember  going  into  the  Sny- 

4391  der  home  on  the  morning  of  that  day?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  Will  you  state  briefly  the  circumstances 
and  what  you  did?  A.  Oh,  I  was  'phoned  for. 
I  went  into  the  home  and  saw  everything  in 
confusion. 

Q.  What  time  of  the  day  was  this?  A.  About 
7.30  A.  M. 

Q.  And  what  day  of  the  week  was  it?  A.  Sun- 
day morning. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  telephoned  you?  A.  Yes, 
I  do;  it  was  Lorraine  Snyder. 

Q.  And  in  response  to  that  telephone  com- 
munication, you  went  over  to  the  Snyder  home? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  see  there?  A.  Lorraine 
met  me  at  the  door,  and  I  went  up  the  stairs 
and  met  my  wife  at  the  head  of  the  stairs  ad- 
ministering first  aid  to  Mrs.  Snyder;  and  I  went 
to  stoop  to  talk  to  Mrs.  Snyder  and  my  wife  told 
me  to  find  Mr.  Snyder. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  then?  A.  I  got  up  and 
went  to  the  room,  the  front  room,  and  as  I  did 
the  door  was  slightly  closed,  and  I  looked  in. 
I  saw  no  sign  of  him  except  a  heap  of  bedding, 
which   I   thought,    and   put   my   arm   in,    and   I 
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pushed  the  door  open  with  my  elbow  and  I  hit 
the  bedding  lightly,  and  I  felt  something  hard 
underneath,  and  I  pulled  the  sheets  down. 

Q.  Is  the  bed  on  which  you  saw  the  sheets 
and  this  bedding  immediately  at  the  doorway 
leading  into  that  room?     A.  It  was. 

Q.  And  what  did  you  do  when  you  got  to  the 
bed?  A.  As  I  said,  I  felt  the  bedding,  which 
I  thought  —  I  felt  a  hard  substance  under  it,  4394 
and  I  pulled  the  sheet  down,  and  I  saw  Mr. 
Snyder  there,  laying  on  the  side.  The  first 
thing  I  saw  was  wire  protruding  from  the  back 
of  his  neck.  I  placed  my  hand  on  his  shoulder, 
and  felt  it  was  cold. 

Q.  And  then  what  did  you  do?  A.  Well,  I 
saw  a  gun  broken  open  laying  at  the  small  of 
his  back,  or  at  his  neck,  up  between  his  shoulder 
blades,  and  I  pulled  the  sheet  back  over  again, 
and  went  out,  and  the  wife  asked  me  "How  is 
Mr.   Snyder?"     And  I   said   "Dead." 

Q.  Where    was    Mrs.    Snyder    upstairs    when     4395 
you  first  saw  him?     A.  Laying  at  the  head  of 
the  stairs. 

Q.  On  the  floor  or  on  any  other  object?  A. 
No,  on  the  floor. 

Q.  How  was  she  dressed?  A.  In  a  thin  night 
robe. 

Q.  And  was  there  anything  tied  about  any 
of  her  limbs?     A.  A  rope  around  her  ankles. 

Q.  Anything  about  her  hands  at  that  time? 
A.  Nothing  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  with  Mrs.  Snyder?  A.  I 
endeavored  to. 
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Q.  Did  you  say  something  to  her?  A.  I  asked 
her  how  she  was. 

Q.  Did  she  reply  to  you?  A.  All  I  could  get 
is  a  shake  of  the  head. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  at 
this  time  the  defendant  Gray  makes  a 
formal  objection  to  the  testimony  of  this 
witness  as  not  binding  upon  him  in  any 

4397  form  whatever. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled, 
if  the  purpose  of  the  objection  is  to  stop 
the  testimony.  If  the  purpose  only  is  to 
invite  an  instruction  to  the  jury,  I  will 
so  advise  the  jury  that  the  evidence  is 
offered  now  as  against  the  defendant 
Gray,  and  that  the  jury  will  consider  it 
as  against  the  defendant  Gray  only  — 
Mr.  Miller:  The  defendant  Snyder  — 
The  Court:  The  defendant  Snyder. 
When  I  said  Gray  a  moment  ago,  I  meant 

4398  Snyder.  And  until  the  Court  may  instruct 
the  jury  in  some  other  rule  of  law  govern- 
ing the  treatment  of  the  evidence. 

Mr.    Miller:     I   respectfully   except. 

Q.  Now,  up  to  this  time  no  other  neighbors 
had  come  into  the  house?     A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  And  do  you  remember  who  the  first  police 
man  was  who  came  upon  the  scene.     Do  you  re- 
member his  name?     A.  No,  sir,  I  don't. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  his  name?  A.  No,  sir 
I   don't. 

Q.  Would  you  know  him  if  you  saw  him?     A. 
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I  believe  —  there  was  two,  I  believe.     I  would 
recognize  the  two  of  them. 

Mr.  Froessel:  Will  Officer  Tucker  and 
Officer  Shultheis  just  look  into  the  court 
room  a  moment. 

Q.  While  we  are  waiting  for  them,  Mr.  Muhl- 
hauser, did  a  doctor  come  while  you  were 
there?     A.  He  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  the  doctor  is?  A.  Yes, 
sir;  Dr.  Hanson. 

Q.  Did  you  call  Dr.  Hanson?  A.  No,  sir;  I 
did  not. 

Q.  Did  somebody  call  him  in  your  presence? 
A.  Yes,    sir. 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  Did  you  hear  a  call  for  Dr.  Hanson?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Who  was  it  made  that  call?  A.  Mrs. 
Lutenberg.  4401 

By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Indicating  this  gentleman,  is  that  one  of 
the  policemen?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Indicating  Officer  Tucker.  Now,  indicat- 
ing the  other  gentleman.  Is  that  the  other 
officer?     A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Froessel:     Officer  Shultheis,  you 
may  retire. 

Mr.  Miller:  No  cross-examination  on 
behalf  of  the  defendant  Gray. 
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Cross  Examination 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Who  did  you  say  put  in  the  call  for  a 
physician?      A.  Mrs.    Lutenberg. 

Q.  And  did  Dr.  Hanson  come?     A.  He  did. 

Q.  Did  any  other  physician  come?  A.  I  be- 
lieve so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  a  Dr.  Juster 
or  not?     A.  I  do  not  know  his  name. 

Q.  An  ambulance  doctor?    A.  It  was. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  know  his  name?  A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  You  were  not  in  the  courtroom  when  your 
wife  was  testifying?     A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhauser,  do  you  recall  where 
you  were  on  the  night  of  March  12,  1927?  A. 
I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  going  over  to  the  houes  of 
Mrs.  Snyder  to  report  to  her  that  you  had  heard 
that  there  was  a  possibility  that  she  might  have 
been  the  object  of  a  robbery,  or  the  subject?  A. 
I  do. 

Q.  And  do  you  remember  who  gave  you  the 
information,    Mr.    Mulhauser?      A.  I    do. 

Q.  Who?  A.  Some  girls;  a  few  —  three  or 
four  girls  in  the  house  opposite. 

Q.  And  are  their  names  Hawkins,  some  of 
them?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  The  two  Hawkins  children  are  they?     A 
Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  their  ages  or  pretty  near  their 
ages,  or  about  their  a^,es!     A.  I  do  not. 


4404 


1469 
Louis  E.  Muhlhauser — Cross  Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  ^05 

Q.  You  have  children  of  your  own,  have  you, 
Mr.  Milhauser?    A.  I  have. 

Q.  Give  us  an  idea  of  about  how  old  you  think 
they  are?  A.  Well,  I  should  judge  about  12  or 
14. 

Q.  Twelve  or  fourteen.  What  was  the  other 
little  girl's  name,  if  you  remember,  the  third 
one?     A.  Helen  Dunn. 

Q.  About  how  old  would  you  say,  based  upon 
the  same  judgment?     A.  Oh,  about  ten.  4406 

Q.  Did  you  talk  to  all  of  them  or  to  any  one 
of  them?.    A.  I  talked  to  all  of  them. 

Q.  What  description  did  they  give  you  as  to 
the  man  that  they  had  seen? 

Mr.  Froessel :  That  is  objected  to  upon 
the  ground  it  is  icompetent,  irrelevant  and 
and  immaterial. 

Mr.  Wallace:     I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  Froessel:  And  it  is  merely  hear- 
say, and  counsel  — 

The  Court:     It  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Wallace:  I  have  withdrawn  it.  I 
appreciate  I  did  not  lay  a  foundation  for 
it,  and  I  was  willing  to  withdraw  it. 

The  Court:  Please,  gentlemen,  address 
the  Court. 

Q.  What  did  they  tell  you?  A.  They  said 
that  — 

Mr.  Froessel :  Just  a  minute,  now. 
That  is  objected)  to  upon  the  ground  it  is 
merely  hearsay. 
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The  Court:     The  objection  is  sustained. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  Mrs.  Snyder?  A.  I  told 
her  I  was  playing  detective  around  the  house 
that   evening. 

Q.  Yes.1  A.  As  I  was  informed  that  there  was 
somebody  looking  in  'he  windows  and  trying  the 
doors. 

Q.  Yes?     What  else?     A.  That's  about   all   I 

4409  had  to  say. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  her  that  it  was  when  she  was 
away  that  this  happened?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  she  was  at  that  time? 
A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  "Where?  A.  I  think  she  was  down  at  the 
theatre,  at  the  Hillside  Theatre. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  her  anything  as  to  what  des- 
cription you  learned  the  man  was,  what  he 
looked  like  \     A.  I  believe  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  that  descrpition?  A.  He  was  a 
man  about  my  height. 

Q.  Anything  else?  A.  And  he  wore  a  slouch 
hat. 

Q.  Anything  else?    A.  That  is  all  I  could  say. 

Q.  Anything  about  classes.  You  are  sure  you 
did  not  say  that?     A.  I  don't  remember. 

Q.  You  are  sure  that  you  did  not!  A.  I  am 
saying  I  don't  remember  it. 

Q.  But  you  cannot  say  that  you  did  not. 

Mr.  Xewcombe:  If  your  Honor  plea-e, 
the  witness  should  be  allowed  to  answer 
the  question. 


4410 


1471 
Vincent  deP.  Juster — Direct  Examination 

Called  in  behalf  of  People  4411 

By  the  Court: 

Q.  You  are  asked,  Mr.  "Witness,  whether  you 
cannot  say  that  you  did  not?  A.  No,  I  can't 
say  that. 

Mr.  Wallace:     That's  all. 
Mr.   Froessel:     That  is   all,   Mr.   Muhl- 
hauser. 


VINCENT  deP.  JUSTER,  residing  at  991  -  169th     44  {2 
Street,   Jamaica,   called   as   a    witness   on   be- 
half of  the   People,   being  duly   sworn,   testi- 
fied as  follows: 

Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  You  are  duly  licensed  physician?    A.  I  am. 

Q.  Entitled  to  practice  under  the  laws  of  this 
State?     A.  I  am. 

Q.  You  were  admitted  to  practice  when?  A. 
In  1926. 

Q.  And  on  the  20th  of  March  last  were  you 
attached  to  an  ambulance  of  the  Mary  Imma- 
culate Hospital?     A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  in  the  course  of  your  duties  on 
that  morning  answer  a  call  to  go  to  the  premises 
of  one  Snyder,  9327  -  222nd  Street,  Queens 
Village?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  go?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  the  body  there  of  one  Albert 
Snyder?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  State  briefly  what  you  did  with  respect  to 
vour  examination. 
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Mr.  Millard:  The  same  general  objec- 
tion to  this  testimony,  if  I  may  interpose 
it  at  this  time. 

The   Court:     Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Millard:     Exception. 

A.  I  entered  the  room  and  found  the  body  lying 
face  downward  in  the  bed.  The  bedclothes  were 
about  to  the  level  of  his  shoulders.     I  grasped 

4415  the  head  by  the  hair  and  raised  it  sufficient  to 
determine  whether  or  not  there  were  any  marks 
on  \he  head.  At  the  same  time  I  drew  the 
covers  back  and  placed  the  stethoscope  to  his 
chest  to  listen  for  signs  of  life. 

Q.  You  pronounced   him   dead,    did   you?     A. 
I  did. 

The  Court :  Before  you  begin  your 
cross-examination,  the  Court  again  will 
tell  the  jury  this  evidence  is  received  as 
against    the    defendant    Snyder    only    and 

4416  not  as  against  the  other  defendant,  and 
that  the  jury  will  so  consider  it,  until  the 
Court  may  lay  down  some  other  rule  to 
guide  the  jury's  deliberation. 

Mr.  Froessel :  I  did  not  quite  hear  all 
you  said  but  I  understood  the  substance 
of  it  was  that  this  testimony  was  against 
one  defendant  only. 

The  Court :  The  Court  at  the  present 
time  not  having  ruled  on  a  certain  ques- 
tion that  has  been  raised,  allows  the  doc- 
tor's testimony  to  be  received  and  to  be 
considered    by    the    jury    as    against    the 
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defendant  Snyder  until  the  Court  may  in- 
struct the  jury  otherwise  under  the  rule 
of  law  the  Court  may  lay  down. 

Cross   Examination  by  Mr.  Hazleton: 

Q.  Doctor,  when  you  arrived  at  the  Snyder 
home  Police  Commissioner  McLaughlin  was 
there,  was  he  not?     A.  I  don't  know. 

Q.  Was  he  there  while  you  were  there?  A.  I 
don't  know  the  gentleman.  4418 

Q.  Have  you  ever  seen  him?  A.  I  can't  say 
that  I  have.  I  may  have.  He  has  never  been 
pointed  out  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  recall  my  calling  to  interview  you 
at  St.  Mary's  Hospital?    A.  I  do. 

Q.  Did  you,  at  that  time,  say  to  me  that  the 
Police  Commissioner  told  you  to  write  out  your 
ambulance  or  medical  call  report  upon  this 
matter?  A.  I  do  not.  I  stated  to  you  at  that 
time  — 


The  Court:  You  are  not  asked  what 
you  stated  You  are  just  asked  if  you 
recall    that    circumstance. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  the  word  ''Police  Com- 
missioner" to   me?     A.  I   may   have. 

Q.  Then  we  have  your  answer  that  in  your 
interview  with  me  you  might  have  mentioned  the 
word  "Police  Commissioner"  is  that  right? 
Answer  yes  or  nw,  please.     A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  did  make  what  is  termed  a  report  of 
your  call  to  the  hospital  in  writing,  did  you  not? 
A.  I  did. 
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Q.  And  that  slip  is  on  file  with  St.  Mary's 
Hospital  of  Jamaica,  is  it  not!     A.  It  is. 

Q.  And  was  on  file  from  the  time  that  you 
returned  from  the  call?     A.  It  was. 

Q.  Did  you  report  on  that  slip  that  you  found 
Mrs.  Snyder  suffering  from  shock  and  concus- 
sion. Just  yes  or  no?  A.  I  can't  answer  the 
question  that  way. 

Q.  Did  you  write  on  that  slip  "suffering  from 
442 L  shock  and  concussion";  yes  or  no?  A.  That  is 
not  a  complete  diagnosis. 

Q.  I  ask  you,  did  you  write  it  on  the  slip.  Yes 
or  no? 

Mr.  Froessel:  Just  a  minute.  I  object 
upon  the  ground  that  the  slip  is  the  best 
evidence,  and  I  believe  it  is  somewhere  in 
the  court  room,  and  it  should  be  pro- 
duced. 

Mr.  Hazleton:     We  will  produce  it. 

Mr.   Froessel :     At  this  time. 
4*-^  The  Court:     This  in  cross  examination 

and  the  question  may  be  asked. 

(Question  read  as  follows:  "Did  you 
write  on  that  slip  suffering  from  shock 
and  concussion;  yes  or  no?") 

The  Witness:  Yes. 

Q.  Then  your  answer  — 

The  Court:  The  witness  has  answered 
"Yes." 

Q.  Then    you    wrote    the    words    "shock    and 
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concussion"  upon  that  slip,  is  that   right?     A. 
Yes. 

Mr.   Hazleton:     That  is  all. 

The   Court:     Any  further  questions? 

Mr.    Froessel :      Yes,    your    Honor. 

Redirect  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel : 

Q.  Well  doctor,  have  you  the  original  report 
which   you   made   in   connection   with   this   par 
ticular  matter?     A.  I   haven't   it   with  me,   no. 
I  have  a  duplicate  with  me. 

Q.  Have  you  the  duplicate  with  you?  A.  I 
have. 

Q.  Will  you  produce  it?     A.  I  will. 
That  is,  on  Mrs.  Snyder  —  not  Albert  Snyder. 
Here  it  is   (indicating). 

Q.  Now,  do  you  recall  the  full  report  that 
you  made  in  connection  with  Mrs.  Snyder?  A. 
I  do. 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  your  full  report  was, 
without  refreshing  your  recollection?  A.  You 
mean  as  to  diagnosis  or  as  to  findings? 

The   Court:     Repeat  the  question,   Mr. 
Stenographer,   please. 

Q.  (Repeated  by  the  stenographer:  "Can 
you  state  what  your  full  report  was,  without 
refreshing   your   recollection?") 

The  Court:     Yes  or  no. 
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A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  your  full  report  was 
as  to  diagnosis? 

Mr.  Hazelton:  I  object  to  that  ques- 
tion, and  the  question  being  answered  if 
the  report  was  in  writing,  since  the  writ- 
ten report  will  be  the  best  evidence,  and 
the  report  was  in  writing,  we  know  it. 

4427  The  Court:     I  will  allow  the  witness  to 
answer. 

Mr.  Hazelton:     Exception. 

A.  My  diagnosis  was   "shock  and  concussion," 
with  a  question  mark. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  make  that  report  on  the 
basis  of  any  actual  findings  by  you  as  a  phy- 
sician or  solely  upon  the  statement  of  Mrs 
Snyder?  A.  Solely  on  the  statement  of  Mrs. 
Snyder  to  me. 

4428  Mr.  Froessel :     That  is  all. 

Recross  Examination 
By  Mr.  Hazelton: 

Q.  Where  is  your  original  report,  if  you  know? 
A.  On  file  at  Mary  Immaculate  Hospital,  Ja- 
maica. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  that  was  first  inspected 
by  a  representative  of  Mrs.  Snyder,  do  you? 
A.  No,  I  do  not.  It  has  no  right  to  be  inspected 
by  any  witness. 

The  Court:     Strike  that  out. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  that  I  inspected  it?     A.  No. 

Q.  Are  you  sure,  Doctor,  that  upon  the  day 
that  you  made  that  report  and  when  you  filed  it 
that  the  words  "shock  and  concussion"  had  a 
question  mark  after  them  at  that  time?  Yes  or 
no.     A.  I   am. 

Q.  You  are  sure  you  did  not  put  it  there 
after?     A.  I  am. 

Q.  Were  you  called  down  to  the  District  At- 
torney's office  and  questioned  ahout  this  matter?     4430 
A.  I  was. 

Q.  You  were  questioned  by  a  representative 
of  the  District  Attorney  and  also  a  doctor,  were 
you  not?  A.  No,  I  was  never  questioned  by  any 
doctor. 

Q.  You  were  questioned  by  representatives  of 
the   District    Attorney?      A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  you  were  brought  down  did  you 
bring  the  slip  with  you?     A.  I  did  not. 


Mr.  Hazelton:    That  is  all. 

Redirect  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  You  were  also  questioned  by  Mr.  Hazelton, 
were  you  not?     A.  I  was. 

Mr.   Froessel:     That  is   all. 


HARRY  B.  HANSEN,  called  as  a  witness  on 
behalf  of  the  People,  being  first  duly  sworn, 
testified  as  follows: 

(The  witness  states  that  he  resides  at 
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No.  10101   Springfield  Boulevard.   Queens 
Village.    Queens    County.   New   York.) 

Direct  Examination  by  Mr.   Froessel: 

Q.  Dr.  Hansen,  are  you  a  duly  licensed  phy- 
sician entitled  to  practice  under  the  laws  of  this 
State?     A.  I  am. 

Q.  And    for    hovr    many    years    have    you 
practiced,   approximately?     A.  About    seven. 
°°         Q.  Do   you   remember   making   a    call   at    the 
premise?  of  Mrs.  Buth  Snyder  at  9327  -  222nd 
Street,    Queens    Village,    March   20.    1927,    last! 
A.  I  do. 

Did    you    make    an    examination    of    Mrs. 
Snyder?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  any  marks  upon  her  head  of 
any  kind  I    A.I  did  not. 

Q.  Did    you    find    any    marks    of   injuries    or 
bruises   or  lacerations   of   any   kind   whatsoever 
upon  her  limbs  or  any  part  of  her  body  ?     A.  I 
4434     did  not. 

Mr.  Froessel :     That  is  all. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  pleases,  at 
this  time  the  defendant  Gray  objects  to 
this  testimony  as  not  binding  upon  him, 
and  I  will  ask  your  Honor  to  instruct 
the  jury  as  to  that. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  the 
Court,  for  certain  purposes  of  convenience, 
has  endeavored  to  keep  separated  the  evi- 
dence bearing  upon  the  alleged  connectoin 
of  these  two   defendants   with   the   crime 
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charged.  So  the  Court  again  instructs 
you  that  until  the  Court  may  otherwise 
instruct  you  as  to  the  law  governing  your 
consideration  of  this  evidence,  it  is  re- 
ceived by  the  Court  at  the  present  time 
as  bearing  upon  the  defendant  Snyder 
only,  in  so  far  as  you  may  find,  if  you 
find  at  all,  that  it  has  any  bearing  upon 
that  defendant. 

Mr.  Wallace:     No  cross-examination  by     4436 
the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.   Miller :     No   cross  examination  by 
the   defendant   Gray. 


HOWARD  W.  NEAIL,  recalled  by  the  People. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  If  the  court  please,  we 
want  to  recall  the  witness  Hanson,  after 
he  completes  with  Dr.  Neail,  for  a  ques- 
tion, and  I  ask  that  he  be  held. 

The  Court:  The  witness  Hanson  will 
be  held. 

Mr.  Froessel:  Might  we  dispose  of  it 
right  away,  your  Honor. 

Mr.  Hazleton:    Yes. 

(Witness  withdrawn.) 


HARRY  B.  HANSON,  recalled  for  cross  exami- 
nation,  further   testified. 

Cross  Examination 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  You    made    a    thorough    examination,    did 
you,  of  Mrs.   Snyder?     A.  I  did. 
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Q.  Raised  the  hair  and  all  that  to  find  out 
it  there  was   a  bruise?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Examined  her  entire  body?     A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  that  as  far  as  her  condition 
is  concerned,  that  she  was  menstruating  at  this 
time.  Is  that  correct?  A.  No,  I  don't  know 
whether  she  was  menstruating  or  not. 

Q.  You  could  not   tell   that?     A.  No. 

Q.  No  evidence  of  that?     A.  She  had  a  sani- 

4439  tary   napkin    on,    but   I   didn't   examine   her    to 
find    out   whether    she   was    menstruating. 

Q.  But  she  had  this  napkin  on,  did  she?  A. 
She  had  the  napkin  on. 

Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 
Mr.    Froessel:      That   is    all. 

HOWARD  W.  NEAIL,  recalled  by  the  People, 
having  previously  been  sworn,  testified  fur- 
ther as  follows: 


4440 


Direct  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  Dr.  Neail,  you  testified  before  concerning 
the  body  of  the  decedent  in  this  case?    A.  I  did. 

Q.  Now,  after  or  in  the  course  of  your  visit 
to  the  house  in  question  did  you  make  an  ex- 
amination, I  mean  a  physical  examination  of  the 
defendant  Ruth  Snyder?  A.  I  would  say  a 
partly  physical  examination. 

Q.  How  did  you  qualify  that?  A.  A  part 
physical  examination,  not  a  complete  physical 
examination. 
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Q.  Now,  will  you  state  what  examination  you 
made  and  what  that  examination  disclosed?  A. 
Soon  after  the  completion  of  the  examination  of 
the  body  of  Albert  Snyder  I  was  shown  into  a 
room  situated  on  the  southwest  corner  of  a 
building  situated  at  9327  -  222nd  Street,  Queens 
Village,  represented  to  me  as  Lorraine  Snyder's 
room.  In  that  room  and  lying  in  bed  was  a 
woman  who  identified  herself  to  me  as  Mrs. 
Ruth  Snyder.  Do  you  want  me  to  give  the  4442 
conversation? 

Q.  You  may  state  any  conversation  that  you 
had  with  her,  with  the  defendant. 

Mr.  Millard:  We  object  at  this  time 
on  the  ground  that  no  conspiracy  has 
been  shown,  it  is  not  binding  on  the  de- 
fendant Gray. 

The  Court:  The  Court  again  instructs 
the  jury  as  the  Court  has  already  in- 
structed the  jury  that  this  evidence  is 
presently  received  by  the  Court  as  bear- 
ing upon  the  defendant  Snyder's  alleged 
relationship  to   the  crime  charged. 

A.  I  asked  her  what  had  happened  during  the 
night  at  this  house  acd  she  said  that  they,  nam- 
ing Mr.  Albert  Snyder  and  her  daughter  Lor- 
raine and  herself,  had  returned  from  a  party 
about  two  o'clock  that  morning  and  that  Mr. 
Snyder,  her  husband,  had  stopped  the  car  in 
front  of  the  house  and  she  and  her  daughter 
had  entered  the  house,  went  directly  up  to  the 
second  floor  to  retire.     Soon  after  she  had  pre- 


4443 
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pared  for  bed  she  went  in  Lorraine's  room  to 
see  how  she  was  and  she  told  me  that  she  was 
in  bed  seemingly  asleep,  and  then  she  retired 
in  the  north  room  of  the  same  floor,  and  then 
in  a  short  time  she  heard  someone  come  up- 
stairs and  undress  and  go  to  bed  in  the  twin 
bed  next  to  the  one  she  was  lying  in.  She 
had  not  gone  to  sleep  when  she  heard  a  noise 
in  the  hall  and  she  told  me  thinking  it  was  Lor- 

4445  raine  that  was  sick,  having  eaten  something  at 
this  party,  she  got  up,  went  around  the  bed, 
and  could  see  perfectly  clearly  in  there  owing 
to  a  light,  a  street  lamp  in  front  of  the  house, 
and  that  the  moon  was  out  very  bright  that  night, 
and  as  she  progressed  out  of  the  door  and  down 
this  hall,  suddenly  someone  grabbed  her  around 
the  waist,  coming  from  what  she  told  me  was 
her  mother's  room,  and  I  asked  her  where  her 
mother  was,  and  she  said  her  mother  was  on  a 
case  somewhere,  nursing  a  patient,  "and  about 
the  time  this  man  grabbed  me,"  she   said,   she 

"  heard  someone  else  speak;  the  voice  either 
came  from  the  bathroom  or  downstairs.  And 
I  asked  her  "Was  it  in  clear  English?  Could 
you  understand?"  She  said  "No."  It  seemed 
to  be  in  a  foreign  language.  It  appeared  to  me 
like  Italian;"  and  I  asked  her  to  describe  this 
man  who  grabbed  her  around  the  waist,  and  she 
told  me  that  he  was  a  heavy-set,  big  fellow, 
dressed  with  a  black  overcoat,  a  black  slouch  hat, 
and  had  a  large  black  moustache;  and  I  asked 
her  then  what  happened.  She  said  "I  fainted 
away,  and  I  don't  know  what  else  happened 
until  daylight,  and  awoke  in  the  hall,  and  then 
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Mr.  Froessel :     That  is  all,  doctor. 

Cross    Examination 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Dr.  Neail  —    A.  There  is  just  one  other — 
Q.  What  caused  you  to  examine  her  head,  you 

say?    A.  Having'  a  history  of  having-  been  struck 

on  the  head  by  something. 

Q.  And  I  believe  your  answer  to  the  District 

Attorney  was   the   fact   that  you   examined  her 

head  casually,  is  that  right?     A.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Wallace:     That  is  all. 


4447 


rolled  or  in  some  way  knocked  on  the  door,  of 
her  daughter  —  of  her  daughter's  room.  Her 
daughter  came  out.  She  said  "I  sent  my 
daughter  to  Mrs.  Mulhauser's  house  for  help" 
and  I  asked  her  "Why  did  you  send  your 
daughter  to  your  neighbor's  house  for  help?" 
"Well,"  she  said  "I  have  always  told  Lor- 
raine if  anything  happened  in  this  house  to  go 
to  Mr.  Mulhauser."  Mr.  Muhlhauser  arrive.!, 
and  I  saw  him  at  that  time.  I  said,  Mrs.  Sny-  4448 
der,  are  you  hurt  or  injured  in  any  way?  She 
said  no,  I  feel  all  right.  I  said  are  you  hurt 
about  the  head?  She  said,  no.  And  I  then 
examined  her  head  casually,  her  wrists  or  ankles, 
and  she  seemed  to  be  not  suffering  any  pain. 
She  was  conscious.  Spoke  to  me  rationally. 
Soon  after  the  Police  Commissioner  arrived  and 
I  was  in  the  room  at  the  time  he  was  talking  to 
her.     That  is  all. 


4449 
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Redirect  Examination 
By  Mr.  Froessel: 

Q.  But  from  your  examination  you  found  no 
bruises  or  evidence  of  injury  of  any  kind?  A. 
No  marks  of  injury  external  on  her  body. 

Q.  When  you  say  you  examined  her  because 
of  the  history,  was  that  the  history  you  ob- 
tained from  the  defendant  Snyder  herself?  A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Re  Cross   Examination 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  And  what  you  say  you  did  not  find  were 
still  from  that  same  casual  examination?  A.  Yes, 
it  was. 


4451 


EOBERT  J.  TUCKER,  recalled  by  the  People, 
further  testified: 

Direct  Examination 
4^2        By  5^.  Daly: 

Q.  Were  you  attached  to  the  Police  Depart- 
ment of  the  City  of  New  York  on  March  20th, 
1927?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  what  precinct  were  you  attached  to 
on  that  day?     A.  58th  Precinct,  Jamaica. 

Q.  Where  is  that  located?  A.  Located  at 
159th  Street  and  Jamaica  Avenue,  Jamaica. 

Q.  What  tour  of  duty  did  you  do  on  that  day? 
A.  I  was  working  from  12  midnight  until  eight 
o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Q.  And  sometime  during  that  tour  did  you  go 
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to  the  premises  9327  -  222nd  Street,  Queens 
Village?  A.  Yes,  sir,  about  7.50  A.  M.  we  got 
the  call. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  go  there?  A.  "We 
got  there  about  7.55. 

Q.  "When  you  got  there  will  you  state  just 
what  you  found?  A.  As  I  entered  the  front 
entrance  I  was  met  by  Mr.  Mulhauser  who  led 
me  upstairs  through  the  stairway  to  the  second 
floor,  and  at  the  head  of  the  stairway,  with  her  4.454 
head  at  the  stairs  and  her  feet  towards  the 
bedroom,  I  found  Mrs.  Snyder. 

Q.  This  defendant  here!     A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Miller:  "We  at  this  time  on  behalf 
of  defendant  Gray  make  the  same  gener- 
al objection  as  far  as  the  testimony  of  this 
witness  is  concerned. 

The  Court:  The  testimony  will  be  ad- 
mitted but  it  will  be  admitted  under  the 
same  ruling  that  the  Court  has  admitted 
the  previous  testimony.  Gentlemen  of  the 
jury,  bear  in  mind  the  instruction  the 
Court  gave  in  reference  thereto  and  apply 
that  instruction  to  the  evidence  now  being 
received  until  the  Court  may  otherwise 
direct. 

The  Witness:  On  her  left  wrist  was  a  piece 
of  rope  and  on  her  feet  was  a  piece  of  rope 
also,  with  both  ankles  tied,  tied  around  both 
ankles.  I  said  to  Mr.  Mulhauser  and  Mrs.  Mul- 
hauser that  they  could  lift  her  and  place  her 
in  the  bed  in  the  bedroom,  and  then  thev  told 
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me  that  Mr.  Snyder  was  in  the  front  bedroom. 
I  walked  along  the  hall  and  opened  the  door 
leading  into  that  bedroom  and  found  it  disturbed, 
the  condition  of  the  room  was  disturbed,  such 
as  clothing  strewn  about,  and  the  dresser  and 
chiffonier  and  the  drawers  were  open  and  con- 
tents thrown  about.  Mr.  Snyder  was  lying 
partly  on  his  stomach  with  his  head  buried  in 
the  pillow  his  hands  tied  behind  his  back  with  a 

4457  clotch,  and  his  feet  tied  with  a  necktie.  There 
was  a  piece  of  wire  tied  tightly  around  his  neck. 

I  unloosened  the  wire,  thinking  that  perhaps 
it  could  aid  him  in  some  way,  but  while  doing  so 
I  saw  that  he  was  dead.  Just  before  covering 
him  up,  right  at  the  right  side  of  the  bed,  pro- 
truding from  the  pillow,  I  found  a  revolver, 
broken,  with  two  chambers  empty.  I  then  cov- 
ered up  Mr.  Snyder  and  closed  the  door,  and 
informed  Patrolman  Schultheis  to  stay  in  the 
hall  until  I  had  went  downstairs  and  telephoned. 
I  went  downstairs  in  the  dining  room,  and  tele- 

4458  phoned  the  station  house  and  also  to  headquar- 
ters and  had  an  ambulance  sent,  and  walked 
back  upstairs,  and  was  about  to  untie  Mrs.  Sny- 
der's ankles — the  rope  from  around  Mrs.  Sny- 
der's ankle,  when  the  telephone  rang  and  I 
immediately  went  downstairs,  answered  the  tele- 
phone. It  was  the  station  house  calling  back, 
and  I  remained  downstairs  then  until  the  arrival 
of  the  ambulance  doctor  and  the  detectives. 

Q.  This  rope  that  was  around  Mrs.  Snyder's 
ankles,  did  you  say?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  tied  tightly  or  loosely,  or  just 
how?     A.  Well,  it  was  very  loose. 
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Q.  Very  loose?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  else  on  her  feet  besides 
rope?    A.  There  was  a  pair  of  slippers. 

Mr.  Daly:  That  is  all  of  the  witness. 
Mr    Miller:  No  questions. 
Mr.  Hazleton:  No  questions. 

EDMUND    J.    SCHULTEIS,    residing    at    9711 

116th  street,  Richmond  Hill,  called  as  a  witness     . ,™ 
on  behalf   of   the   People,   being   duly   sworn, 
testifies  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination. 
By  Mr.  Daly: 

Q.  Were  you  attached  to  the  Police  Depart- 
ment in  the  City  of  New  York  on  March  20th, 
1927?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  to  what  precinct  were  you  attached? 
A.  58th  precinct. 

Q.  Where  is  that  precinct?     A.  Jamaica. 

Q.  Now,  what  tour  of  duty  did  you  do  on  that    44"1 
day?     A.  12.00  to  8.00. 

Q.  When  you  say  12.00  o'clock,  is  that  12 
o'clock  midday  or  midnight?  A.  Well,  mid- 
night. 

Q.  12.00  o'clock  midnight  until  8.00  o'clock  the 
next  morning?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  during  that  tour  of  duty  did  you 
have  ocrasion  to  go  in  the  premises  9327  222nd 
street,  Queens  Village?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  And  did  you  go  there  alone  or  in  company 
with  somebody?  A.  I  was  accompanied  by 
another  officer. 
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Q.  Who  was  the  other  officer?  A.  Officer 
Tucker. 

Q.  The  last  witness  here?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  you  entered  the  house,  did  you,  with 
Tucker?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "Will  you  tell  us  just  what  you  observed 
and  just  what  you  did  in  the  house?  A.  "Well, 
I  went  in — Officer  Tucker  and  I,  we  entered  the 
premises.     There  was  some  neighbors  there,  and 

4463  they  motioned  us  upstairs.  As  we  went  up  the 
stairs,  in  the  hall  at  the  head  of  the  stairs  I  saw 
Mrs  Snyder  laying  there,  I  think  she  was 
dressed  in  a  nightgown  and  had  her  feet  tied. 
Then  I  was  motioned  into  the  front  bedroom  and 
as  I  entered  there  I  saw  Mr.  Snyder  lying  in  bed 
with  his  face  buried  in  the  pillow,  dead.  And 
his  hands  were  tied  behind  his  back.  There  was 
a  revolver  lying  on  the  bed,  and  the  rooms  were 
in  general  disorder.  The  contents  had  been 
emptied  out  on  the  floor,  and  I  was  stationed  out- 
side of  the  door  after  that,  and  I  took  no  further 
part  in  the  investigation. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  pleases,  at 
this  time  counsel  for  the  defendant  Gray 
make  the  same  formal  objection  to  the 
testimony  of  this  witness  as  not  binding 
on  the  defendant  Gray. 

The  Court:  The  testimony  is  admitted, 
gentlemen  of  the  jury,  under  the  same 
rule  that  the  testimony  of  the  other  wit- 
nesses recently  have  been  admitted.  The 
jury  will  observe  that  rule  until  the  Court 
may  otherwise  instruct  them. 


4464 
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Mr.  Miller:  No  cross  examination. 

Cross  Examination. 
By  Mr.  Wallace: 

Q.  Officer  Schultheis,  did  you  see  Mrs.  Snyder 
after  this  at  any  time  during  the  investigation 
of  this  case.     A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  not  present  anywhere  that  you 
saw  her  or  questioned  her  in  any  way  in  the 
presence  of  other   officers   or  heard  them?     A.     4466 
No,  sir,  I  was  not. 


FRANK  W.  HEYNER,  of  No.  121-05  11th  Ave- 
nue, Richmond  Hill,  New  York,  called  as  a 
witness  on  behalf  of  the  People,  being  first 
duly  sworn,  testified  as  follows: 

Direct  Examination. 
By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  the  Police  Depart- 
ment of  the  City  of  New  York?    A.  Yes,  sir.  44(37 

Q.  Assigned  to  the  Detective  Division?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  What  precinct?     A.  58th. 

Q.  Are  the  premises  9327  222nd  Street,  Queens 
Village,  in  that  precinct?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  call  to  go  to  those  prem- 
ises on  March  20,  1927?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  get  there?    A.  8.10  a.  m. 

Q.  Were  you  acompanied  by  anybody  else? 
A.  Detective  Kraus. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  search  and  examination  of 
the  premises?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  I  show  you  this  revolver,  this  package  con- 
taining a  revolver,  and  ask  you  where  you  got 
that  revolver?     A.   (examining).     It  is   sealed. 

The  Court:  Do  you  recognize  that  pack- 
age, officer? 

The  Witness:     Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Open  it.    A.  (Witness  opens  envelope).  Yes, 
Aiaq     that  is  the  revolver. 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  that  revolver?  Where 
did  you  find  it?     A.  This  revolver  — 

Mr.  Hazleton:  One  moment.  If  the 
Court  pleases,  I  object  on  behalf  of  the  de- 
fendant Snyder  on  the  general  ground  that 
it  is  incompetent,  irrelevant  and  imma- 
terial. On  the  particular  ground,  that  it 
has  not  been  associated  with  her  in  any 
way  whatsoever  as  yet. 

The  Court :  The  objection  is  overruled. 
4470  Mr.   Hazleton :  Exception,   sir. 

Mr.  Miller:  If  your  Honor  please,  at 
this  time  counsel  for  the  defendant  Gray 
objects  to  the  testimony  of  this  witness, 
as  not  binding  upon  him,  and  I  will  ask 
your  Honor  for  instruction  to  the  jury. 

The  Court :  The  Court  again  repeats  the 
instruction  the  Court  has  already  given  to 
the  jury  with  reference  to  testimony.  The 
jury  will  so  consider  it  until  the  jury  may 
otherwise  be  instructed  by  the  Court. 

The  Witness:  I  found  this  revolver 
lying  on  the  bed  of  the  deceased,   at  his 
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left  shoulder.  It  was  broken  in  this  man- 
ner (indicating).  The  revolver  contained 
three  unexploded  .32  calibre  cartridges. 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  offer  the  revolver  in 
evidence. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  The  defendant  Snyder 
objects,  upon  the  grounds  just  stated. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception,   sir. 

Mr.   Miller:  Counsel   for   the  defendant     4472 
Gray  objects  on  the  same  grounds  here- 
tofore urged. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 

Mr.   Miller:  Exception. 

The  Court:  The  Court,  likewise,  in- 
structs the  jury  as  the  Court  already  has. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's  Exhibit  No.  72,  of  this  date.) 

Q.  With  the  revolver  I  handed  you  an  enve- 
lope.    Were  you  present  in  the  District  Attor- 
ney's office  when  the  defendant  Gray  was  there?     4473 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  write  anything  that  night? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Upon  that   envelope?     A.  Yes,   sir. 

Q.  Is  any  writing  on  there  by  him  that  you 
saw  him  make?     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  it?     A.  "This  is  the  revolver  that 
was  given  to  me.     I  broke  it"  — 

Mr.  Millard :  Just  one  moment,  Mr.  Wit- 
ness. We  object  to  this  upon  the  same 
grounds    urged    in   objection    to    People's 
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Exhibit  67,  that  this  testimony,  this  act 
on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Gray,  was 
obtained  by  coercion,  threat,  compulsion 
and  fear,  and  not  his  voluntary  act. 

The  Court:  Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  the 
evidence  that  is  now  being  offered,  is  being 
received  by  the  Court  as  against  the  one 
making  it  only,  until  the  Court  may  other- 
wise impart  to  you  what  is,  the  law  gov- 

4475  erning  it.    The  objection  rjtesed  by  counsel 
is  overruled. 

Mr.  Miller :  Will  your  Honor  kindly  note 
an  exception. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  Same  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  defendant  Snyder,  and  I  will 
be  more  particular,  it  is  incompetent,  irre- 
levant and  immaterial,  narrative,  and  no 
conspiracy  proven  as  yet. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception,  sir. 

The    Witness:  "This    is    the    revolver 

that   was   given   to   me.     I   broke   it   and 

dropped    it.      (Signed)    H.    Judd    Gray." 

This  writing  was  done  in  my  presence  in 

the  office  of  the  District  Attorney. 

Q.  Now,  I  show  you  another  envelope  contain- 
ing bullets  and  ask  you  if  you  can  identify  those 
bullets  or  cartridges  (handing  an  envelope  to 
the  witnes)  ?  A.  These  three  cartridges  at  the 
time  I  entered  the  room  of  the  deceased  were 
lying  on  the  floor  at  the  side  of  the  bed,  I  picked 
these  cartridges  up  and  laid  them  on  the  bed  so 
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that  nobody  would  walk  on  them  coming  into  the 
room,  to  safeguard  them  as  evidence. 

Q.  Those  are  the  cartridges  you  have  referred 
to  that  were  out  of  the  chamber  and  lying  on 
the  bed!     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  them  in  evi- 
dence. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  Same  objection. 

The    Court:  Objection    overruled.      The     44-g 
Court   renews   the   instruction   the    Court 
has  heretofore  given  to  the  jury. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception. 

Mr.  Millard:  Exception. 

(The  envelope  with  contents  were  re- 
ceived in  evidence  and  marked  People's 
Exhibit  73.) 

Q.  Now,  I  show  you  this  envelope  and  ask  you 
if  you  can  identify  the  contents  of  that  envelope 
(handing  an  envelope  to  the  witness)?    A.  This 
is  a  towel  which  was  tied  around  the  wrists  of    4479 
the  deceased,  knotted  in  the  same  manner. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  office  of  the  District  Attor- 
ney when  the  defendant  Gray  was  there?  A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Was  that  towel  shown  to  him?    A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  writing  or  endorsement 
on  the  envelope  of  the  contents  of  the  towel? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  does  it  say? 

Mr.  Hazleton:  The  defendant  Snyder 
objects  upon  the  grounds  already  stated 
as  not  binding  on  the  defendant  Snyder. 
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Mr.  Miller:  The  defendant  Gray  makes 
the  objection  on  the  same  ground  as  urged 
in  the  objection  to  Exhibit  67. 

The  Court:  The  Court  again  instructs 
the  jury  that  this  evidence  in  so  far  as 
these  declarations  are  concerned,  which 
appear  upon  these  envelopes,  and  which 
the  witness  has  repeated,  is  received  in 
evidence     against     the    one     making    the 

4481  declarations  only  and  are  not  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  jury  as  binding  upon  any- 
one else.  This  instruction  applies  not  only 
to  what  the  present  witness  has  testified 
to  with  reference  to  this  envelope  but  what 
he  likewise  testified  to  as  having  been 
written  on  all  the  other  envelopes  which 
have  enclosed  the  several  exhibits  which 
have  been  put  in  evidence. 

Q.  The  language  you  just  read  is  in  the  hand- 
writing of  the  defendant  Gray?     A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  You  saw  him  write  it?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  offer  that  in  evidence, 
the  entire  envelope. 

Mr.  Miller:  The  same  objection,  if  your 
Honor  please. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  The  same  objection,  may 
it  please  the  Court. 

The  Court:  The  objection  is  overruled. 
The  Court  having  only  recently  instructed 
the  jury  with  reference  to  the  contents  of 
the  envelope,   the   Court  does  not  feel  it 
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necessary  to  renew  the  instruction  and 
the  jury  will  understand  it. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception. 

Mr.   Miller:  Exception. 

The  Court:  The  exhibit  now  is  the  one 
to  which  the  Court  was  referring  when 
the  Court  last  addressed  the  jury. 

Mr.  Miller :  "Will  your  Honor  kindly  note 
an  exception  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
Gray?  4484 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  74,  of  this 
date.) 

Q.  Did  you  read  the  writing  that  was  on  that 
envelope  Hahner?     A.  No. 

Q.  Will  you  read  it  aloud,  please,  on  Exhibit 
74,  the  handwriting  that  you  testified  to  as 
Gray's  A.  "This  is  the  towel  that  was  referred 
to  in  my  statement.     (Signed)  H.  Judd  Gray." 

Q.  I  show  you  another  envelope  and  ask  you 
if  you  can  identify  the  contents  of  that  envelope?     4485 

Mr.  Millard:  I  make  the  same  formal 
objection,  if  it  pleases  your  Honor. 

The  Court :  The  objection  is  overruled 
as  far  as  the  defendant  Gray  is  concerned. 

Mr.  Millard:  Exception,  your  Honor. 

The  Witness:  This  is  a  man's  necktie, 
which   was   tied    around   the   feet    of   the  ■ 
deceased,   around  the  ankles.     I  cut  this 
off  the  ankles\;  it  was  tied  so  tight. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  defendant  Gray  write  any- 
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thing  on  the  envelope  that  contained  that  necktie? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  it?  A.  "This  is  the  necktie  re- 
ferred to  in  my  statement.  (Signed)  H.  Judd 
Gray."     Signed  and  written  in  my  presence. 

Mr.  Millard:  The  same  objection,  your 
Honor. 

Mr.  Hazleton :  Same  objection  on  behalf 
44g7  of  the  defendant  Snyder,  particularly  on 

the  ground  that  the  evidence  is  in  no  way 
binding  upon  the  defendant  Snyder. 

The  Court:  The  objection,  as  far  as  the 
defendant  Gray  is  concerned,  is  overruled. 
The  objection,  so  far  as  the  defendant  Sny- 
der is  concerned,  is  overruled  to  the  extent 
that  the  Court  receives  the  evidence,  but 
again  instructs  the  jury  that  this  declara- 
tion is  to  be  treated  under  the  same  rule 
as  the  Court  has  laid  down  with  reference 
to  the  other  declarations  alleged  to  have 
4488  been  written  and  signed  by  the  defendant 

Gray.  They  are  to  be  received  and  to  be 
considered  in  evidence  as  against  the  one 
making  it  only,  and  not  against  anyone 
else,  and  binding  on  no  one  else  unless  the 
Court  otherwise  instructs  the  jury. 

Mr.   Millard:  Exception. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Exception. 

(The  same  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  No.  75,  of  this 
date.) 

Q.  I  show  you  another  envelope  and  ask  you 
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to  open  it  and  tell  me  whether  or  not  you  can 
identify  the  contents?  A.  A  metal  pencil  with  a 
piece  of  picture  wire  attached. 

Q.  Where  did  you  find  that?  A.  This  is  the 
pencil  with  a  piece  of  picture  wire  attached, 
which  was  found  at  the  right  shoulder,  lying  on 
the  bed  at  the  right  shoulder,  slightly  under  it, 
of  the  deceased. 

Q.  The  pencil  and  the  picture  wire?  A.  Yes, 
sir.  4490 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  defendant  Gray  write  any- 
thing on  the  envelope  that  contains  that  picture 
wire  and  gold  filled  pencil?    A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Miller:  Same  objection  as  hereto- 
fore urged,  relative  to  Exhibit  67  and  fol- 
lowing exhibits. 

The    Court:  That  is   overruled. 

Mr.  Miller:  Exception. 


Q.  Written  in  your  presence  by  the  defendant 
Gray.     A.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  On  behalf  of  the  defend- 
ant Snyder,  the  same  objection,  on  the 
same  grounds,  and  in  particular  that  it  is 
not  binding  on  the  defendant  Snyder. 

The  Court:  The  Court  allows  the  evi- 
dence to  be  received  but  again  instructs 
the  jury  that  it  is  received  against  the  one 
making  the  declaration,  and  that  one  only, 
and  that  it  is  not  binding  upon  anyone  else, 
and  the  jury  will  so  consider  it  until  such 
time,  if  that  time  shall  ever  arrive,  when 
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the  Court  may  otherwise  instruct  the  jury 
with  reference  to  their  consideration  of 
this  evidence. 

A.  (Continuing).  "This  is  the  pencil  that  is 
referred  to  in  my  statement  (Signed)  H.  Judd 
Gray,"  written  and  signed  in  my  presence. 
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By  the  Court: 

Q.  Signed  by  whom?    A.  IT.  Judd  Gray. 

Mr.  Newcombe:  I  offer  the  pencil  and 
picture  wire  in  evidence. 

(The  envelope  containing  the  matter  re- 
ferred to  was  received  in  evidence  and 
marked  People's  Exhibit  76  of  this  date.) 
Mr.  Millard:  Same  objection  and  exception. 

By  Mr.  Newcombe: 

Q.  I  show  you  an  envelope  and  ask  you  if  you 
can  identify  the  contents  of  that  envelope  (hand- 
ing an  envelope  to  the  witness)!  A.  A  blue 
4494  handerkchief  which  was  found  at  the  mouth  of 
the  deceased. 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Millard:  Same  objection. 

The   Court:  Objection   overruled. 

Mr.   Millard:  Exception. 

(The  envelope  with  contents  was  re- 
ceived in  evidence  and  marked  People's 
Exhibit  77  of  this  date.) 

Q.  I  show  you  another  envelope  and  ask  you 
to  open  it  and  tell  me  whether  or  not  you  can 
identifv   the  contents. 
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Mr.  Millard:  Same  objection  and  ex- 
ception. 

A.  This  is  the  piece  of  waste  which  was  lying 
on  the  handkerchief  pressed  against  the  mouth 
of  the  deceased. 

Mr.  Newcombe :  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 
Mr.  Millard:  Same  objection  and  same 
exception.  44g6 

The   Court:  Objection   overruled. 

Q.  Is  there  any  writing  by  Gray  on  the  enve- 
lope? A.  There  is,  yes,  on  this  envelope,  written 
in  my  presence,  and  signed  by  Henry  Judd  Gray. 

Mr.  Hazleton:  Same  objection  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  Snyder. 

Mr.  Miller:  Same  objection  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant  Gray,  as  urged  with  refer- 
ence to  Exhibit  67  and  following  exhibits. 

The  Court:  The  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  defendant  Gray  is  overruled  and  an 
exception  will  appear.  The  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  defendant  Snyder  is  like- 
wise overruled,  to  the  extent  the  Court 
admits  in  evidence  the  offer  but  again 
instructs  the  jury  that  it  is  received  in 
evidence  against  the  one  making  it  and 
that  one  only.  The  jury  will  not  consider 
it  against  any  but  that  one  until  the  Court 
shall  at  some  other  time  give  other  instruc- 
tions, if  the  Court  will  so  do.  It  will  be 
marked. 
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A.  (Continuing).  ''This  is  the  waste  mentioned 
in  statement."    It  is  not  signed. 

Q.  Where  did  you  find  that  waste,  officer?  A. 
This  piece  of  waste  was  at  the  mouth  of  the 
deceased,  lying  on  the  blue  handkerchief. 

Mr.  Neweombe:  I  offer  it  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Millard:  Same  objection. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled. 
440Q  Mr.  Millard:  Exception. 

(The  envelope  with  the  contents  were 
received  in  evidence  and  marked  People's 
Exhibit  78.) 

Q.  I  show  you  a  pillow  and  ask  you  if  you  can 
identify  that  pillow?  A.  This  is  the  pillow  which 
was  lying  on  the  bed  of  the  deceased.  His  head 
pressed  down  in  the  center  of  it. 

Mr.  Neweombe:  I  offer  that  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Miller:  I  especially  object  to  the 
introduction  of  this  pillow  in  evidence  as 
against  the  defendant  Gray,  no  connection 
having  been   shown. 

The  Court:  Objection  overruled. 

Mr.  Miller:  We  respectfully  except. 

(Received  in  evidence  and  marked 
People's   Exhibit   79   of   this   date.) 

Q.  I  show  you  this  container,  Officer  Hahner, 
and  ask  you  if  you  can  identify  the  contents  of 
that  glass  container?  A.  This  is  the  pillow  slip 
in  which  that  pillow  was  encased,  found  on  the 
bed  of  the  deceased.  The  deceased  had  his  head 
buried  into  this  pillow  slip. 
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